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And Fuſtneſs, of HrREFORMATIO N,. 3 
Aſſerted ; In Anſwer to the 1 


Biſhop « Oxon's 


{ f/ PFalacious, Reaſons, and Precarious A ſertions 
A againſt it. 


Alle, the VVorſhip of LM A G ES, Adoration of | 
the HOST, and Innovation of SAINTS, exc. | 


Proved 
IDOL Mamas, 


By the Catholick DoGrine of the Holy Scripture, the Ancient: a 
'Y Fathers and all Reformed Churches. 4 
'2 4 By which the Writings of Dr. Stillingfleet, Dr. Tillotſon, © 
bh V Dr. Moore, &c. are Cleared from the Charge of Anticatho= 5 
bk, lick, Anti-chriſtian, Fanatica], ec. 
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For it was not an Encmy that rifroa:hed me, then I co1414 have birn it, -=-but it was thaw 
« Man mine equal, my guide, and my acquaintauce, Plal. 55. v. 12, 1% + 15 
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Mong all the late Diſcourſes I have ſeen, there is none that af- 
fords Occaſion of greater Surprize, than that IntitI'd Reaſons 
for Abrogating the TEST, eſpecially if we conſider the Pre- 
ſent Station of the Author, and his Difference in Opinion, 
while moving in a Lower Orb, and was labouring for Promo. 

tion. As to his preſent Quality, He is well known to be one of the Re- 
puted Fathers of the Church of England, or Overſeers of the Flock of 
Chriſt, to preſerve it from all Falſe Doftrine, Herelie, and Schiſm, &c. 
And therefore it cannot bur be admir'd, 'that a Perſon who owes his Ec- 
Cleſiaftical Dignity to the Church of Emglend, ſhould ſo meanly Con- 
deſcend, as if he ſaw his Dignity in danger, to plead for Tranſubftantis- 
tion, and the Church of Roe, againſt the Charge of Idolatry, maintain'd 
as well by all the Refornr'd Churches in General, as by that Eſtabliſh'd 
by Law in theſa His Majefty's Dominions ! Which is no more than to 
proclaim to all the World, that the Church of which he is at preſent a 
Confecrated Biſhop, ts a Schiſmatical Church. And this only upon ths 
account of making it an Argument to overthrow the Teff, which debars 
the Roman Catholick Peers from ſitting in Parliament. Now that he 
ſeems to prove the- Church of England to be Schiſmatical, in his 
making good his Argument againſt the Tef, is plain ; For he makes 
it his buſineſs to ſhew you, That Tranſubftantiation, as it is decided by 
the Council of Trent, is a DoQrine which has always been acknowledg'd 
by the Church of England; and that the Church of Rowe is not guilty 
of Idolatry. Which if true, the Church of England can neyer jaſtifie 
her ſelf in her Separation from the Church of Rowe. So that even Ya- 
ries himſelf, could hardly have been fo diſingenuous as to have obtrud- 
ed ſuch a Fallacy upon the Werld. 

But we ſhall not further digreſs, but trace our Author, and try on 
what ſolid Grounds his New Diſcoveries infiſt. 

As to his firſt and ſecond Reaſons, 1 leave it to the Gentlemen of the 
Long Robe. Only I thought this old Saying might be inſerted, 


Turpius ejicitur quam non admittitur Hoſpes. 


As for his Third Reafon, . That this Law is of an Eccleſiaftical Nature. 
I cannot coyceive how making Acts what Perſons are to be admitted in- 
to Places of Truſt, can be of an Ecclefiaftical Nature. It would ſeem 
that all Afts of an Eccleſiaſtical Nature, are either for the decition of 
ſome intricate point of Divinity, or for Enjoyning the decent performs 
ing of all chings belonging to the Worſhip of God, or calling to — 
B thoſe 


Pave. 6. 


DJ 


Pas. 9. 


Fape 25. 


(4.3 
thoſe who are unruly, and walk diforderly, as the Apoitle terms it, and 
Excommunicating tuch if Obſtinate : But none of theſe can be ſaid in the 
raſe of the Teſt. For here was no making of Decrees upon Divine Ve- 
Tities ; that is, here was no Diſcuſſion of that Controverlie of Tranſub- 
ftamiation and Idolatry, but only the Parliament ſuppoſing the Proteſtant 
Opinion in oppoſition to it, to have beena Truth received by our Church, 
and that upon Authority Comperent,and continued for above a hundred 
Years,and that it was the only Te/# to diſtinguifth one of the Church of Rome 
from one of our own Communion, and therefore enjoyned, that none 
ſhould be admitted to ſit in Parliament, or bear any publick Charge, 
but ſuch as diſowned Tranſubftantiation, &c. which is as much as to fay, 
Weorder that none fit in Parliament, or bear. any publick Charge, but 
ſuch as diſowned Tranſubtantiation, &c. Which is as much as to ſay, We 
order that none ſit in Parliament, &c. but thoſe who are by Profeſſion of 
the Church of Erzgland as it is now Eſtabliſhed by Law. But this Argu- 

ment being ſo T rivial, the very naming of it ſeems a ſufficient Refutal ; 
We therefore proceed to that he inſiſts ſo much upon, and by which he 
ſeems rather to havedeſigned toſupport the tottering Caulejof the Church 
of Rowe, than to impugn the Teſ?. | 

His Fourth Reaſon why it ought to be Repealed, is, Becauſe of rhe Un- 
certainty and Falſhoed of the Matters therein contained : As firſt, That there 
x n0Tran(ubſtentiation in the Sacrament of our Sawviours Body and Blood. 
And ſecondly, The Invocation of Saints aud the Mather of God is Tdolatry. 

The Reverend Author follows exactly the Method of thoſe he takes 
upon him to defend. Which is firſt to begin to beſpatter thoſe whom 
healledges were Promoters of the Teſt. 

He begins firſt to ſhew the Evil of impoſing. the Abjuration of Tran- 
ubſtantiation, and makes a great Buitle to ſhew the Unreaſonableneſs of 
impoſing an Oath, the Contents whereof are ſo abſtraſe,that it is hardly 
-noflible for Noblemen eſpecially to come to the underſtanding of them. 
And to make his Putt good, he makesa very long Digreſlion on the No. 
tions of the ſeveral Schoolmen about Tranſub/tantiation.; where he. ever 
and anon drops precarious Aliertions, to wit, that the Catholick Church 
in all Ages, maintained the Real and Subſtantial Preſence ; but we meet 
not with any fhew of Proof thereof, It ſeems he thinks the old avn's £65 
is enough, that þzs Aﬀirmatiun is evidence enough to prove the Truth of 
any thing. One would almoſt admire what he means in. ſetting down 
thoſe wild Notions of Scotiſts, Nominal:ſts, &c. And indeed it can be with 
no other deſign than to confound his Reader ; Yet in-the end he gives 
you the Deſcription of Tran/ubiFantiation, as it is in the 4th Chapter of 
the 13th. Sefſien of the Council of Trezt, in theſe words : 

* By the Conſecration of the Bread and Wine, there 1s a Converſion of 
*the whole ſubſtance of the Bread into the ſubſtance of the Body of 


* Chrzf, andof the whole ſubſtance of the Wine into the ſubſtance of kis 
| «* Blood, 


— 


- 


T1 
© Blood ; which Converſion 1s fitly and properly called by the Holy Ca: 
© tholick Church, Trau/ubſtantiation. 

Now what moved him to rail ſo much againſt the Impoſers 6f the 
Teft, as impoſing Propoſitions which Noblemen could not poſlibly un- 
deritand ? For certainly they muſt be of very mean Capacities who 
cannot underſtand the Deciſion of that Infallible Church in this affair, 


. and that goes beyond all the particular Notions of Schoolmen, and is 


the Rule to which they are all to ſubmit. It ſeems our Author has a 
very mean Opinion of the Nobility, while he ſo confidently averrs, that 
they neither do nor cay undeeſtand it. For it is propoſed in as plain and 
obvious terms as can be, though I confeſs a man muſt put a ſuſpenſion 
( for that time at leaſt) to Senſe, Reaſon, and Religion, to believe it-; 
and may therefore the eaſilier and fafelier ſwear againſt it. 


He proceeds to give you the Opinions of the ſeveral Communions Pag. 28: 


differing from the Church of Rowe ; And he firſt begins with the Luthe- 
rans. But what he ſpeaks as to their Sentiments, we purpoſely wave: 
Seeing though they ditfer from the Church of Rowe in that point, yet their 
Church differs vaſtly in her Opinion from all other Proteſtant Churches; 
yet they do not in the leaſt own, that the Bread and Wine are tranſub- 
ſubſtantiated into the Body and Blood of Chr:/?. 


Whereas our Author ſays, that the HeJvetian Miniſters maintained the pag. 5:, 


Real Preſence, we have Inſerted the following paſſage out of their Con- 


feſſion. © We do not then fo joyn the Body of the Lord and his Blood 77:joee, 
* with the Bread and Wine, as tho we thought that the Bread is the Bo- Confef. 


* dy of Chriſt more than after a Sacramental manner, or yet that the 
« Body of Chriſt doth lye hid corporally under the Bread, fo as it oughr 
* to be worſhipped under the form of Bread, or yet that he that recei- 
© veth the ſign receiveth alſo the Thing it ſelf. The Body of Chriſt is in 
* the Heavens, at the right hand of his Father, &c. 


And he affirms, thac the Bohemian Waldenſes declare. expreſly, Bread and Page 2%; - 


Wine are the very Body and Blood of Chriſt. The Reader may pleaſe to 


take notice of theſe words in their Confeſſion , © Wherefore this Speech, = 


« Bread i the Body, and Wine is the Blood of Chrif, is a SacramentalSpeech, 
«to wit, that theſe two diſtin: things, do remain the ſelf ſame thing 
* which in their own nature they be, and yet by reaſon of a Sacramental 
* Union, or Sacramentaſly, they be that aiſo which they ſignifie, and 
* whereof they do teſtifie Now both good and bad uſe this Sa- 
*« crament, yet the true Believers receive it to Life, and the Unbelievers 
*to Condemnation : And tho both receive it outwardly, yet the Belie- 
© vers do receive it Spiritually, and ſo to their Salvation. Nothing like, 
The Bread and Wine are the very Body and Blood of Chriſt here. 


And the Reformed French Church confeſs, that in the Lords Supper, not Pg. 37. 


only all the Benefits of Chriſt, but his very Fleſh and Blood are there exhibited 


to us; in the French Confeſſion you may find theſe Words, © For altho pr 
*he Gal. 


Pag. 37. 


Calo. I- 
flit. L. 4 
C. 17. Set: 
I2, 


Set. 14. 


14) 

* he benow in Heaven, and ſhall remain there till he come & judge 

'* the World ; yet we believe that by the ſecret and incomprehenſible 

**Vertue of his Spirit, he doth nouriſh and quicken us with the Subſtance 

* of his Body and Blood being apprehended by Faith. But we fay 

that this is done Spiritually, &c. Not a word of Tranſubſtantiation 
ere. 

Then he proceeds to Calvin, and would make the World believe that 
he likewiſe owned it. Whereas it's plain that he mean'd nothing elſe but 
a Spiritual Preſence and a Spiritual Nouriſhment to the worthy Recei- 
vers. But becauſe our Author thinks he has got an Argument ad homi- 
nem againſt Calviniſts, I ſhall only ſet down a little from ſome of the fol- 


Tow Paragraphs, and then let any one judge how the Wards he cites, 


can be Interprered in his ſenſe, 

* And firſt, truly we muſt not dream of ſuch a preſence of Chrift in 
* the Sacrament, as the Sophiſters of the Court of Rome have invented ; 
* as if the Body of Chriſt locally preſent, were touched with our Hands, 
* broken with our Teeth, and ſwallowed with our Mouth. For Pope 
© Nicholas caus'd Berengarius to make this Form of Recantation, And 
* Se&. 14. Hence ſprung that Tranſubſtantiation, for which the RomaniFs 
* contend more eagerly at this day, than for all other the Articles of 
* their Faith But it is a: wonder that Men deviate into ſuch Stupi- 
*© ty and Ignorance, as to bring forth ſuch a Monfter of Opinion, not 
* only contrary to the expreſs meaning of the Scripture, but the univer- 
*#al Conſent of the Ancient Church. Many more might be ſet down, 
but by theſe the Reader may ſee what a Champion Calvin has been for 
Tranſubſtantiation. And by this the Reader may judge what weight is to 
be laid as to the pretended acknowledgments of other Proteſtants in this 
point. But to take notice of all his Raileries againft feveral Proteſtant 
Writers, would be too muck labour, eſpecially ſeeing any Intelligent 
Reader may eaſily diſcover them. Our Author afterwards falls foul of 
Reza, but Railery being his Talent, we muſt give him his way. 

From all theſe Premiles, he ſays, That no one thing m the World is more 
raft to be ſet up for a Teſt, than Tranſubſtantiaticn. 1 wonder what he 
means ? Has he found out ary Churchesacknowledging Tranſubſtantiation 
as it is held by the Church of Rome? He has aſtrange way of arguing ; 
but his Argument ſhoutd run thus, Becauſe all Proteſtants acknowledge 
a kind of preſence of a Spiritual Nature, and which they profeſs them- 
ſelves that they do not determin? wharit is: Therefore ir is a moſt un- 
reaſonable thing to impole 7TranſubFtantiation a thing plainly determined 
'by the Church of Rowe, as Matter of Abjuration, and then his Argu- 
ment would loſe all its ſtrength. Nor does any thing in the Teff Contra- 
dict the Opinionof any Froteftants, fo as it ſhould be ſtyled by our Au- 
thor, 4 Defiance to Chriſtendom. For it only ſwears againſt that Real 
Preſence whiclt ts maintained bv the Church of Rome, and conliſts in the 

| Convyer- 


Converſion or Tranſubſtantiation into the Body and Blood of Chriſt after the 
Prieſts muttering the words, This « my Body: 
The Church of England, he ſays, agrees with the Tradition of the Catholick 


Church both Reman and Reformed in Aſſerting the certainty of the Real Preſence. A Pag. 46. 


mighty Reconciler o' my word! We always thought that there was a vaſt dif- 
ference between us ; but it ſeems our Author has had the happineſs to end ditte- 
rences above any that have ever been before him. | 


But he comes in with his Exceptions, tho the true account of it hath been miſera- 11,4, 


bly perplexed and diſturbed by the Oblique Prattiſes of the Sacramentarians. Bene 
aſſeris Domine, male probas. 

And to make good his accuſation, he Libels Dr. Sr. as guilty of foiſting in 
ſome Inviſible Manuſcript for his Opinion ; for his words ſeem to import fo 
" much. But Pure, Why the Learned Author held his Peace fo long, when 
a Truth of ſuch Conſequence has ſuffer'd ſo much by his ſilence ? He will give us 
a fhrew'd Reaſon to ſuſpect that he aims more at Preferment thandiſcovery of 
Truth, elſe he would have mentioned theſe things before now. But how could 
theſe things be if the Real Preſence were the general Opinion, not only of our 
Church, but of all the Proteſtant Churches ? He goes on as much as he can to 
beſpatter the Church whereof he pretends to be a Member, as ſuffering ſo ma- 
ny Innovations to be brought into her. And yet who thoſe Innovators were he 
Cannot tell ; for ſays he ( whoever they were. ) A very probable buſine(s thar 
| Innoyations ſhould be brought in contrary to the general ſenſe of a Church, and 
yet no body ſhould know by whom. One would almoſt think by his arguing, 
that he had learned a little of the Mahumetan Sophiſtry. But ler us hear what 


Innovations were brought in. It was made, ſays he, inthe 5th Year of the Kings £49 4T« 


Reign, tho preciſely when and by what Perſons is not known. It may beour Author 
has this from ſome Inviſible Manuſcript. For it is more like; that ſuch a Tale in 
a Tub as this is ſhould be of ſuch Original, than that of Dr. Sz. It is no wonder 
if we cannot give a particular Account of what Corruptions were brought into 
-the Church at a far greater diſtance of time, if our Author is to ſeek to make 
thoſe appear that were ſo lately brought in. One thing is very much worth 


the Obſerving that Calvins Correſpondency with the ProteFFor gave @ fatal blow to the Pag. 513 


Reformation. It is ſtrange if Calvm btought in this Innovation as tothe Real Pre- 
ſence, when our Author pretends to bring him in above ſo much for ic. I will 
not fay he contraditts himſelf, but leave it to the Reader to Judge. But he 


goes on, They appoint this Zuing/ian Form, Take and eat this ( without men- Pag. 524 


tion of Body and Blood) in remembrance that Chriſt died for thee. T1 wonder how 
our Anthor can carp at this when itis almoſt the very words of our Saviour, 
Do this in Remembrance of me. And he goes on further that they were not fatis- 
fied with the aljreration of the Old Form, but added a fierce Declaration to bar 
the Doftrine of Real and Eſſential Preſence, which ſee in the Rubrick after the 
Communion, and our Author ſets it down at large. Our Author is of a very 
moderate Temper, who rather than want an Argument that Noblemen ſhould 
not be impoſed upon to ſwear to Intricacies and Falſhoods, will render the 
Church he pretends to be a Member of Infamous ; for ſo ſhe muſt be if what he 
ſays be true, that ſhe ſuffered ſuch Innovations to be brought in contrary to her 
own and the ſenſe of all Reformed Churches. But what proof for all this? Nay 
for thar he thinks himſelf of ſuch unqueſtionable Authority that if he once fay ir, 
no Man ſhould doubt of it. However I find he is yery good at the old way of 


Traducing, Forger calummiare aliquid adharebit. 
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One won!d almoſt think this a bold praQtice in a bold Writer thus to impoſe 
things which look fo like Forgeries upon the. World. Nay one could ſcarce 
think it lookt like ſenſe to call that an Innovation, which according to his own 
Conceſlion was brought in bur in the 5th Year of K. Edward the VI. Reign, and 


conſequently of the Reformation ; unleſs our Author would likewiſe fay that 


the whole Proteſtant Doctrine was an Innovation.Eſpecially ſeeing neither could 
they whoſe Office.it was to Reform ſee through all things ar firſt view;nor poſli- 
bly, would they bring in all things requiſite for a through Reformation at firſt, 
but firſt inform the Peoples Underſtandings as to the ſeveral groſs Errors of the 
Church of Rome, that ſo they might remove the unjuſt Prejudices they mighr 
have had againſt them, which might have occaſioned great: Diſturbance had 
they been at firſt Enacted. | | 

Dr. Burnet, ſays he, has often heard it ſaid, that the Articles were fram'd by 
Cranmer and Ridley ; but whoever told him ſo, knew no more than himſelf : and 
whoever tells him that it's not ſo, knows as little ; and one would think, that 
he who contradicts an Hiſtorian, ſhould bring art leaſt as ſtrong Reaſons for ir, 
as he whom he contradicts: And yet all that our Author brings to make his 
Charge good, is a Conjecture : For he ſays in the very next Paragraph; Al 
that can be conjeFured, is, GC. 

He ſays, © That in the beginning of Queen Elizabe:h's Reign, when the Re- 
& formation was ſetled in that ſtate in which it ever-after continued ; and that 
* new Declaration of the ſecond Liturgy of King Edward, &c, was rejected, 
« and the firſt old Form of Diſtribution was reſtored, ec. Bur if ſo, how comes 
it that our Author has produced no Inſtances of it from thoſe who were then 
living? And how comes it that that Declaration is ſtill extant in the Rubrick, 
that they acknowledge no Preſence, fave only after a Spiritual manner ? 

He pretends that the moſt famous Divines of our Church, were ſtiff Avouch- 
ers of his Real Preſence, and Initanceth in Biſhop Andrews. But what he in- 


ſtanceth our of him, makes very little for his purpoſe, as appearsby theſe words 


in his Citation : Only we define nothing raſbly of its modus, neither do we curiouſly 
enquire into it, no more than bow the Blood of Chriſt cleanſeth us in cur Raptiſm. 
Now ſeeing the Learned Biſhop fays that he will not curiouſly erqi;e into it 
no more than how the Plood of Chrift cleanfeth us in Baptiſm, and that is by all 
underſtood ina Spiritual ſenſe ( for no Church affirms that the Blood of Chriit 
muſt enter into our Bodics for the cleanfing us) it muſt needs follow, that he 
likewiſe underſtood. the Preſence of Chriſt in a Spiritual ſenfe, and conſequently 
had no refpett to a Cerporal Preſence. And whzreas he alledges Biſhop Foie 
is of rhe fame opinicn, cur Author would have done well, if he hid read over 
tar Citation of him in the Bithop of Durhbams Hiitory of Tranu[uvſtantiation; 
and he would have fond theſe words at the cloſe of it : Laſtly, be affirms, ac- 
cording to ihe nnaninious c njert of the Fathers, That this Matter muſt be und, r/toud. 
in a Spiritual ſenſe, baniſtung al! groſſcr and more carnal theughts. And what theſe 
words import, let any man judge. | 

But becanſe our Author is {o much for Inftances,] ſhall tkewife ſer dow 1 a few. 

The firit is that of the Farots Pilhop Fewel, in his Anſwer to Harding ; Wie 
proves, That io give the houctr of Ged to a Creature, is manifeſt Idelatry, as 5 
Popiſts doin the 7. doraticn of the FH; &o. Which he wonld'never have attcm Pt 
ed, bad he b2-!: tor the Corpor:! Preſence. 

the next is that of Pitop Bi//or, who proves the Church of Rome gnilty of 
Idyjatrv.; I. In the worſhip of Images, the having of which was never Caihlick ; 


| E773 | 
and the Worſhipping of them was ever wicked by the judgment of Chriſts Church, &C. 
2. In the Adoration of the Hoſt ; of which he Treats at large. 

Athird is .of Biſhop Taylor, in theſe words : ** Now by this Spiritual Preſence /p 
* of Chriſt, we underſtand Chriſt to be preſent, as the Spirit of God is preſent fa p Ig 
© inthe Hearts of the Faithful, by Bleſſing and Grace; and this is all that we* * © 
** mean, beſides the Tropical and Figurative preſence. And p. 14. We fay 
© Chriſts Body is in the Sacrament Really, but Spiritually ; our meaning is, 
** that it 1s preſent to our Spirits only ; that is, ſo as Chriit is not preſent to any 
* other ſenſe, but that of Faith, or ſpiritual ſuſception. And p. 13. In the Sacra» 
* ment is given us the true ſubſtance of Chriits Body or Fleth,but not Carnally, 
** but Spiritually ; that is, not to our Mouths, but toour Hearts; not to be cherw- 
* ed by Teeth, but to be eaten by Faith. And p. 7. The Doctrine of the Church 
** of England, and generally of the Proteſtants in this Article, is this, That after 
©* the Miniiter of the Holy Myſteries hath rightly prayed, and © onſecrated the 
* Bread and Wine, the Symbols become changed into the Body and Blood of 
© Chriſt, after the Sacramental, that is, in a Spiritual Real manner; ſo that all 
*© that worthily Communicate, do by Faith receive Chriſt really, etfeftually ro 
© all the purpoſes of his Paſlion, the Wicked receiving not Chriſt, but the bare 
* Symbols only. 

Our Author after all, thinks he has made his Adverſaries quit the Field, and 
leaves it to the Ingenuity of Mankind, to judge whether any thing can be more bars 
barous, than to make the Renouncing a Myſtery {6 univerſally received, a State 
T EST. (Not fo barbarous neither, as to pu:rth Ditſenters with PiRories, 
Whipping-Poſts, Rods, Axes, Scottrges, &c.) And vet when he done his utmoſt, 
there is notone of all the above-cited, either Fcorivns or Communities, fave our - 
dear Brethren of the Church of Rowe, that 2 proves of Tranſubtantiation, or 
the Converſion of the Bread and Wine into thc very Body and Blood of Chri{t ; 
which is the Parricular ſwore againſt in the 7:7. 

He charges the Sacramentarians with proiune Boldnefs, for inſiſting on the p42: 54+ 
Natural Impeſſibility of the Thing it ſelf to the Divine Omaipotence, and ſo of 
preſcribing:leaturesto the Divine Attributes: Biz he might as well fay one were 
profanely bold, that ſhould affirm, That it we: not poſlible 2ven to Divine Omz 
nipotence, that the Author Of the Reaſons for +»rogating the 7 iſt, ſhovid at the 
ſame minute of time borh Write in favour oft the Papifts, and no wee in fa- 
vour of the Papifts, 1. e. that it is impoſlible that our Author can at the ſame "n= 
dividual Minute of time write for them and n-: write for them. For the other 
has been proved as manifeſt a contradiction as 1s is. 

We ſhall not trouble the Reader with further tracing our Author as to this 
Point, it being a hard matter to find him any where. But {all briefly give an 
account of the riſe of Tranſubitanriation, and tnen ſhew ics Repugnancy to SCri- 
pture and Reaſon. 

About the Year of our Lord goo;horrible darkneſs overſpread the Church of Chiift: Nothing 
of 5oundne's eitherin DoCtiine or Manrers, the Popes, Bi:hops, Prie;:'s were Rude, Flagitions, 
Wicked, whence, that Aze by Writers was called Tnbappy, Sad ard Miſerable. In {0 great 
Darkneſs what wonder 1s it if the grofleſt Errours prevailed 5 Taen began that Opinion of 
Ori Eiting of the Body 0: Ciuitt in the Holy Supper. For Paſci-:jius Ratbertus Aalbbot of Cor- 
bia, and -:-94lartus Biihopo! Trier, introduce a ind of Subſtantial Converfion & Preience. 
Rabunns Mw Acabiizop of Montzand John Erigena a Sci, a very Learned Mar, Wao ac- 
know edged only 1. Figurative Senſe, of the Wo. ds, wich latter while be oppcied that groſs 
Manduceti. as Stabb'd by his Schoiiars with a Penicnife at the /nitinft of tae Munks. 

Adtter that B-Tengartus Al c .dearon of Ardegavia, bein 2 very vel] fees in Angyjrires Wrangs 
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in the Bread and Wine not Subſtantiaily, bur Sacramentally, and fo rejected the Carnal Preſence 
and Oral Manducation, tho he uttered it in harſh and undigeſted expreflions ;5 Lanfrancvigo- 
rouſly oppoſed him, but chiefly upon this ground, That he was a Heretick, becauſe he diſſented 
from the Church of Rome. Berengarivs was condemn's in a $ ynod at Vercelles under LeoIX. and 
ab laſt under Nicholas II. in the Lateran Council in the Year 1059. through human Infirmity 
he revoked his Opinion, but being toucht with remorſe, he wrote againſt that Revocation, 
Notwithſtanding that Hereſfie took root in the Church. 

Berengarius being dead, the True and Ancient Doctrine he maintained, did not die with him: 
St. Bern. For it was ſtill conſtantly maintained by St. Bernard, Abbor of Clairvaux, who lived about the 
A.1120. beginning of the 12. Century, In his Diſcourſe on the Lords Supper, he joyns together che 
Serm. de outward Form of the Sacrament, and the Spiritual Efficacy of it. And in his Sermon on the Puri- 
cena Do= fication, which none doubts to be his, heſays, The Body of Chriſt in the Sacrament, is the Food 
mini Joh. of the Soul, not of the Belly ; therefore we eat him not Corporally, but in the manner that Chriſt is 
6.56--63. Meat, in the ſame manner we underſtand that he is eaten, Andin his Sermon on St. Martin ; 
Serm. de To this day, faith he, the ſame Flefth 5 given us, but Spiritually, therefore not Corporally. 

Purif. B About the ſame time Rzpertus, Abbot of Tuztium, taught alſo the Bread in the Euchariſt is 
Marie. not converted : His words are theſe ; 7ou muſt not attribute all to the Operation of the Holy Ghoſt, 
Serm.de who never ſpoils or deſtroys any Subſtance he uſeth, but to that natural Goodneſs it had before, adds 
S.Maart* an inviſib'e Excellency which it had not. : : 
In Exod- Otho, Biſhop of Friſingen, a Man every way Famous, lived in the ſame Age; and he alſo 
[.2.c.10- believed, and writ, That the Bread and Wine remam in the Euchariſt. 
Chriſt A= As forthe word Tranſubſtantiation, it's hardly ro be found before the middle of this Centu- 
icin An- ry; For the firſt that m:ntion it, are (* ) Perrus Bleſenſis, who lived under Pope Alexander the 
eipiſt.p.13- 3d. and (®) Stephen Eduenſis, whole Age and Writings are very doubtful. T 
(*) Ep.149 Inthe 13. Century the Biſhopof Reme began to exalt himſelf, not only over the Univerſal 
(®) de Sacr. Church, but even over all the Empires and Kingdoms of the World. New Orders of Friars 
Alta-is in ſprung up in this Age, who diſputed fiercely againſt many Doctrines of the Antient and Purer 
B. patrum. Church, and amongtt the reſt, againſt that of the Sacrament of the Body and Blocd of Chriſt. 
So thatnow thereremained nothing but to Confirm this new Tenet, and impoſe itſo perem- 
ptorily in the Chriſtian World, that none durſt hifs againſt it. This Pope Innocent the Third 
bravely performed. Who ſucceeding Celeſtine the 3d. at 3o. years of age, and following briskly 
_ the footiteps of H:/debrand called a Council at Rome in St.Fohn Lateran& was the firſt that ever 
made the New-deviſed Doctrine of Tran/ubſtantiation,an Article of Faith neceſſary to Salvation: 

This is that Innocent, who to enlarge his Aurhoiity, wrought great Troubles to the Emperor 
Philip ; {tript Ortho the 4th. of the Empire 3 forced Fohn, King of Eng/and, to yield up into his 
hand this Kingdom, and that of Ireland, and made them Tributary to the See of Rome. He 

In Hiſt. was proud and ambitions ( ſays Mat. Pars) and ever ready tocommit the msſt wicked Villanies, ſo he 
Joan Regis mizht be recompenſed for it. This was the Man, who in his Lateran Council pronounced that 
Angle. Tranſubſtantiation ſhould be made an Article of Faith ; and when the Council would not grant 
Maz.Par. is, did himſelf by his own Arbitrary Power, againſt which none durſt open his Mouth. For 
in Hiſt. tt.ofe Canons which at this day go under the name of the Council, are none of his,but meerly the 
Main. in Decrees of Pope Innecent, firlt writ by him, & read in the Council, and diſliked by many, and 
Platin.in afterwardſet down in the Book of Decretals under certainTitles,by his Nephew Gregory the 9th. 
Vit. Inncc. Having thus given a breif account of the riſe of this groſs Hereſfie, I ſhall now endeavour to 
I. ſhew the groſs Abſurdity of it by the following Arguments. 

Mat.Par. 7, This Opinion makes Chriſt guilty of grofs Nonſenſe in his Inſtitution of the Holy Supper. 
zn Hiſt. For his wordsare ; Take, eat 3 this is my Bedy; do this in Remembrance of me. Now .if that 
ad An. Brezd had been Chrſts real Body after Conſecration, his ſaying, Do this im remembrance of me, 
1215. muſt have been Egregious Nonſenſe. For we neither do nor can remembe: things preſent, 

the act of Memory or Remembrance being ſuch as always reſpects a Thing abſent or paſt. 

2. This Opinion infers, that God deludes his Creatures, which ſo mach as to think of him is 
mor horrible Blaſphemy. But if it were true, that after Conſecration the Wafer and Wine were 
bec:omethe Body end Blood of Chriſt, then mult it be of neceffity ſaid, that God deluded his 
Creatures, for he repreients it to all the Senſes, under the ſame appearance as- before Corſecra- 
tion, and yet as they ſay, it is quite another thing ; to wit, the Body and Blood of Chriſt. And 
can there be greater Juggling in the Wor'd than this would be? And {uppoſe this to be a Damna=- 
ble Miſtake, ſhould not he poſitively be the cauſe of their Sin,and cont: quently damn them for 
that which they had all the reaſon in the world to adhere to, ſecing that they were to adhere 
tothe telimony of their Seaſes,in ſo far as they were capable of perceiving Material Objects by 
them. And the Body of Chriſt being ſuch, cannot be reckoned among thoſe Myſteries the 

Apolileſpeaks of, which Eye hath .not ſeen, | ...- 0 
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SA actaineht bs Ne er bs Mrelit Koh that rhirigwhiſe Sign £64 cr: 
i. Now" they muſt cknvowiedge,” tht the Brexd and Wine, even after Conſe, 
om) r fate; It carey b be calted a Sacrament) is a Sacrament or Sign of = Bo 

dof Ciyr bs ſherets ye Even after Coilſetration,it is ditferent 1 : 
gr he Propolititnis lcarforitis x notorious contraditticr 
Thing fignifying,.and the thing. ſignified, : are one and the ſame thing, and hs Qt 
To fay, The thing ſignified, is not the thing ſignified, &e. which to'any will 2 df 

4. If in Baptiſin, after Confecration, the Water is not turned into 7 ths: _—_ 4 
Chriſt, then inthe Lords Supper, the Bread and Wine, after Conſceration, is not tur- 
ned into the Body and Bloed of Chrift: Bur that in Baptiſm, the Water is not chan 
ed into the Blood of Chrift, all # agreed, Therefore nor in the Lords Supper. The 
Conſequence is. clear, For Baptiſm is the Initiating Sacrament, and begers us it 
were a new Creation in theSou], or R ration, 28 our Saviour terms gras "Haga 
by the Lords Supper, that Image that is Creatcd is kept up; which is no I 
work at leaſt than the firſt cteating of it And if ſo be that that firſt 
pot in' the Soul, without Tranſubffantiating the Water into the Blood of 'Ch 7X” 
the Power of God unknown to us, why ſhoyld we affert that in order to the: 

Supper's operating its bleſſed Effeft upon the Soul » the Bread and Wine thereth 
made unet, muſt be TravſubPanriared in into the Body and Blood of our Lord, Fot the 
Pari olds 

'I alt add ſome Inſtances our of the Fathers, to ſhew that that — 'of the 
Real Preſence (as the Romaniſfts hold it) was not heard'of in their day 

Theodoret ays, Fiſws Chrift hath Honenred the Viſible $ wbots wil the News Len —_ 
bis Body an Bloo s, not 83 Changing their Nature, but w_—_ ne the Grace, + ' 

- The Bread of the Sacrament, faith Chryſoſtome, 5s called Bread before it is Sani&fed. 
but Divine Grace having Sanfified it by the Miniſtry of the Prieft, it is no lenge 
Bread, -but it is judged Worthy to be calledthe Body of Chriſt. þ 

_Pope Graf Fs,. at me end of the Ninth Cemary: Certainly, Kirh he, rhe Sapr4 7 ww dd 
ments of the Body a and Blood of Chrift, which yok receive, are ſomethi chat i#Dip IMC.3 Chriflo na 
whence os it. v9 af by. them we are ' made Parrakers of the Divine Nature ; ;' ax4"0- tay. ad 
wertheleſs they [till retain the Nature and Subſtance of Bread and'Wine. 

A woe oa: of the Ef, Allemiblcd at Conſtantinople, Anno 75.4. dcclarks,- This Furjeh, 
cſits Chriſt Conmanded us to iffer rhe + Jigs of his Boay, a Thing chofen, to wit, rht Cr in 
ubſtance of the Bread, © 48. _— 

.lanumexable more nigh tre been produced, to proverhat it was the NA Ie 2: AB. 6 
received O NA oven fill the V; nth Cent ury ; Forrheffrit that#ver Wrote'sgainſt ic 
was, that ſchaſin  Rarbirln, ade'mention of above:* 

. This groſs Opinion. had its Or igirial "from 4 groſs and'carnal- SR ae 
ChriſPs Words, 7ehn the 6. And. if red confder theoccali'n of that Diſcourſe, they 
will find po ſich Dadtrine* « wt Chriſt; 7. Fer-i it. yas occaſioned+ from the 
ew; follqw Shs CA ſer y 2 Mfwracte. Chr ift tells them, 
Tip me true. be 2a tow Wen _ thence makes © 
Fe! entre Foddif the Bolly, ad Hire, whb iy the 


: C 10, )- ; 
riſheth, bue that. of the Soul endureth for ever ;* after the ſame mariner that he ſpake 
of the Living Water, tothe Woman of Sewaris, febn 4. And when the Multirude 


| ſuppoſing him. to.mean by theſe Words, - Exceps ye Eat the Fleſp,, and. Drink the. 
' 0: G $3.Blood of the Son of Alan, ye ſha!l not ethen .3n you; that they muſt Carnally, and 


tt is the Spirit that quickeneth, the Fleſh profiteth nat oo Loon Words that 1 ſpeak, 
Cc 


ION Chriſtians Eat what they. de Worſhip, tet my Soul go to the Philoſophers. Hence 
"3-273" the Mahomezans, as the bigheſt Calumny they can caſt upon. us, reproachi us, Ar 
Devexrexs.of.our God. Nay, they affirm, That by thus caring of his Fleſh, the.Chrs: 

ſian uſe. hym worſe than 7 did, who Crucified Him;. Becaxſe, ſay they, it 

3c mare Salvage to Eat his Fleſh, and Drisk his Blood, than only to procure his Death. 

Iris obſervable, That from ſome Hereticks of the Firſt Century, the Capernaiſts, 

GC. groſs Interpretation of the 6 Chapter of St, Fobr's Goſpel, ſprung that abom- 

nable Cuſtom, of initiating them with a draught of an Infants Bldod; agd eating: 

3... . the Flcſhof it; . which Barbarous Cnftom is ſuppoſed to owe its. Original to Simon. 
3; Magus. And the Heathens of thoſe days, charged 'the Practiſe.of thaſe Monſtrous 
£ Hexeticks on the True Church of Chriſt :- Of which Safvianys ith thus; 7; hey ſup= 
my pole that we were initiated into our Religion by jwo abominable Villaties, by Inceſt and 


urther : Inceſt of :he Holy Matrons, and Murther of Infants ; who, they believe, 


' ' were net oniy Butchered, but likewiſe. Devonred by 1. NE HD hy 
We next proceed to our A#tbors ſecond Head, to: wit, of. /a6latry, where we: 

ſhall firſt conſider it as to Image Warbip,and ſecondly,as:tolnvocation of Saints,@c, 
Our Anrhor, firſt holds ontwhat a damnable. Sin. this is-;: and truly, in that we 
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* Biſhop Abber, in his Anſwer. to Biſhop, affirmeth, : That che Church of Rome, q,,, -. 
o tte Worſhip of Images, hath matched a' the Idolatrics, of the Heathens, and pay. 1106... 
Yr 


wouldrun ſo, Thou: ſhalt pay me that Worſhip that 'is due tome: Andthe ſecond, this; - 

Thou ſhalt not pay that Worſhip which is dye to me, to any Graven Image. © 
Had the Remaniſts thought of this way of maintaining the firſt and fecondComs, 

wands to be ditfercnt, ſoasto be! yet free from any charge of 7dlatry, in their Worz 

ſhi Pin of 7mages,,. they might have freed themſelves of that ſuſpicious Guife; incur- 

red by expunging the;Second: For it argues a Guilt in them, 11'fo far at leaſt, rhat 

chey fear.the;Common People would rake that to be the plain and.obvious Meanirg 


; 36, 


NY bave_nio.0ther God's before wwe : That is, 11m the ofify Trae God, who Create: 
_ World, andall things therein ; preſerve them by my Omniporent Arin, and beſides 


.-* ing. you ourof the Land gf il 
Rat 


- run thus, Thou ſhalt not make any Repreſentation or likeneſs of Me, nor ſhalt # 


nun. And, That this js the. ſcope, of this Commmidwent, may. further. app rn" Yrem 
Deals 45 Dent. 4. 15, x6, 17, 18, I9. Preteen NemſetfesGitins rhar Condens, F . BF. 
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of it;;, which we-miinrain; ard Godlequen nily-niight. fuſpe thers'sf Jufling Ys 


'thax he might_ have fiid-fornewhat in, their Jultificativn, as ro that Cancelling of 


' rhe'Second Commandzent; eſpecially when'therelies fo heavy a'Cuizle upon thoſe, 
FA 
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*Who either add to, or dirainifh*from the Law of Gayef** 5000 HS 
. Butthat his Notion will not. hold Good, appeats by theWords themnfelves;7how 
ted the 


thoſe common'Proyidences, . have wg on a partſenilar Care over you, in bring- 
x "and exhtet thar you eſpecially Worſhip and 
Adbreme,. and none biix me: *AnQ to, here tit Ford eweth themm'the True! Fett 
of: Worſhip; to wit, that it's neither Sz», 2Megh, nor Srers, 8c; bit: himſelf alone; 
- and confequently' prohibits'in this Copmmrandmnent, the Adoration of Seu Moon, and 
. Srers, and all other falſe Goa's, | To 
- . Our Azthor isno leſs Ingenuous in his' Explication of the Second Commana, for 
the leaves out the moſt material Word'in. it, Mate, which very Word will Mar his 
True, and only Notion of 7dlatry; to'wit, Worfhipof the Sun, &c. For, certainly 
»God wauld not forbid them'to make the Sn, ' for that was above their Power. Nor, 


' Strondly, can he be ſaid here meerly to forbid making an mae of the Sen, 'as a 


'!mbol of it; for the Worſhip of the Sax it ſelf, being forbid in the Firft Commend, 


S Ing 
- alſo all other falſe Deities ; none could be fo Bratifh, a# to imagine that Ged 


- would take up a New Commandment, in forbidding to make'or Worſhip the Image 
- .of thoſe falſe Deities. It remains therefore, That, rhe Secord Commanament truſt 


we, by any likeneſs. or Repreſentation of me, by. any thing that 35 in Heaven, on Ear#, 
or in the Waters under the Earth; which was as plain as could have been. ſaid, 
Te ſhall make, nor bow davn to no-Repreſentatian or likeneſs whatſoever, + 


Take ye therefore good heed unto your. ſelves : As if he had faid, x þ now Pdp.aft 
ſtrangely byaſt from the True way of Adoririg me, v F have'a Siated ; and 
are very pfone to ſct up a way after. your own Itiven ves ri x 


- 


15 ſo odious to me. Yer. 16. Left you corrupt your ſehves, and auhe Sa Freves 
Image, the ſimilitude of any Fignre, the likeneſs of Male and Female, "17. . The bike- 


weſs .of any Beaſt. that -is on the Earth, rhe likeneſs of ary wqgeFord, that (4on EE op 


c. A ſufficient enu- 
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: Hewven, 41d when thos {riff thei Sun dnd-the-Moon,. axd che Stars, even all the Hoſt 
of -Beaven, :hon ſhowldeft be driventoWorſoip them, and Serve them, whith the Lord 
thy God 'hatb divided ants all; Nations' wwaer the -phole-Heaven, Nothing. can be 
more plain,” Thar that thergare:two kinds of Fdo/arry forbidden here, to wit, Leſt 
you e0?rapriyour ſelves, and wake a Graven Image z- <nd' left. that thow ſeeft rhe Sun, : 
Oc. 'thow Worſhip them, avd Scrve thaw; And therefore, that. of worſhipping the 7 TP 
Suy, Af4on, '&c. is not the true and onlyNotion of /dolaery: And if we olfer ve the 
Orierof the two ſorts of /delarry, mentioned above, they give us noſmall-hint how 
the one difpof{cR People to recerverthe other, even on this account; as itis the Na 
ture of al Sin, arid parricutarly of this-which God: has-declared-ro be ſo diſhonour- 
abſ&tothim, to darken the Powers-of-the'Soul, and-mweakenthe Conſcience, which is - 
that Primum Mobile in the Soul; and if pure, -the-wholc Soul keeps.right-in-its Mo- 
tion; but if once defiled, the whole frame'ef the Soul turns into.Confulion, and be- 
comes Captive to the: Senſitive Part, and then-whoknows what horrid Abominations - 
the Soul; may be guilty of, Andit is likewiſe very uſual with Gad, when People thug 
Gdifhonour him, nor: only to- withdraw his-Holy Spirit -from: them, fo perB ae" 1.9 | 
harden them, as he didPharoah, when he would not lethis People go,; This is clearly - 
pointed: at-in A. 5. 41,42. And chey made 4 Calf in theſe Days, and Offered Sacri- 
* free-whto [dols, aud rcjoyotd inthe works of their own hanas; then God turned ard gave - 
thera np to worſhip the Hoſt of Heaven, Moſt plainly pointing; at-two forts of dola- 
ry; and the one confequerit upon another, as a juſt Puniſhment ,inflicted.on them - 
by Ged;' for their diſhononting Him in making Symbols, and Repreſentations: of. 
Him. «am afraid-our Author's true, and only Notion'of 1getatry, will fcarce: ene. 
dure the 72. we f _ 
-1 now preceed. to his Comment upon the Third Command; .and thus you have - 
him : . The Engliſh of the Third, ſays he, if it were:riphtly Tranſlated,” runs thus ; . 
Thou ſhalt nor-give-the Name of the Lord thy:God:to a Vanity or Idol : 'A ſtrange 
Verſion'of it. I deſire to krow how'by this Sefiſe, .on this Command, the.Reverend. : 
Aathor will-prove thofe Perſons Gui lty-of Perjary, who gave. Birth-and. Original to 
the Teſt. For, allowing of this Interpretation, they-cannet be guilty of any Treſpats - 
apainſt .this Command z. for they never gave the Name of God. to'a Vanity and 
Idols, atleaſt it will be a hard 'matter for the Author to prove they did, But to . 
wave this, [ am ſure the Debauches of the Nation, the Dammee's,that make it their .- 
conſtant Practice to- tear-the Sacred Name of God, muſt needs-have a:great:;Vene-: 
ratjon for our Author ; for they never had ſuch favourable Enteftaiament from any -- 
that ever we heard of before; for in their common: Oaths-they do nor give the - 
Name of God'to'an Id»l, and fo were only traduced befors by Anticatholick, Un--. 
chtiſtitan, and Fanatical Notions of Blaſphemy, whereas they were guilty of noſuch.: 
thing. - Would our Anthor put” but ſuch a-Catholick and/trulty Chriſtiah ſenſe-upan | 
three or. four more of the Commandments, I cannot.ſce but-that-Party'were:obhged-; 
to return Thanks to Him'from- all partsof the Nation,  for-delivexing them from thoſe - 
Toritents the Fanatical Notions of Men:about that they.;calPdSin hath created to - 
them.. ' Bur by- our: Author's leave, however: he pretends the. Septwagint rendeis it; ; 
yet *tisplain'that there was never a generally+receiv'd nſe among the-People of the - 
Jews, as appears by their-great Reverence to the. Name' of God, particularly that - 
great Name by whichhe manifeſted himſclf; viz.. Febovgh, which-they pronounced 3 
But very ſedom, and that npon'very ſolemn. occaſions. - Es” 
"-And'tho our Anthor deterthiines the only defign of God in the Fourth Command. Pag-29,2. 
ment; to be only to keepPeopls from Idolatyy yet I doube not, but God had other 
cads,to wit, the Kt 6 Ae 6 xs poſlible thas a Church _— | 
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try, and yet-be abharred by God, likethat . 

ple of whom ew to him with their Lips, but their Hearts | 

were fat from him. Andthat Church in; Leedicea, inthe. New Teſtament, could not 

be charged with 7dolarry, and yert'was loathſome in Gods account. _ | 

"He inſtances the Gv/den Calf ſer up by the Jraclires in Adoſes abſence, and he con- 

cludes, that it was nothing elſe than an old Egyptian Idol : But 1 would ſeriouſly ' 
ask*our Author, how 1t conld be poſſible that the /ſraelires did Worſhip the Caff as 
the Symbol of ſome Ezyprien Deity, as our Author alledges. For firſt, the occaſion 
of it was, not on the feaft pretence of Infidelity as to the true God, bur only becauſe - 
Feſes had been fo botig abſentifrom them, and they knew not what was become of 
him, and therefore they bid Aaron make them Gods that ſhould go before them. 


'Now, it cannot be ſuppoſed, that they -could have been fo ſtrangely ſtupid, as to 
have Worſhipped the Egyptian Gods of that time, if we conſider what manifold: 


wonders the True God wrought for them in the Land of Zeypr, how heavily helay 
his Hand upon the Eyypriens, and yet in the mean while preſerved them from. . 
thaſePlagues ; they could not then be ignorant that the God whom they Worſhip- - 
ped, was of infinitely greater power than thoſe the Egyprians worſhipped, And 
they could not have ſo ſoon forgot that great Deliverance he wrought for them 
atthe Red Sea, when the Epyprians were Drowned; they could not certainly but be 
then ſenfible that the God they ſerved, was of infinitely greater Power thaa thoſe | 
the Egyptians worſhipped. And- but a little before, the Law was promulgated 
with Thunderings and Lightnings : Is it poſſible they could fo ſoon have ſhaken off 
the dread of that-God who had appeared ſo terrible to them? And further, even 
-at this very time, when this Image was made, he Miraculouſly fed them with 
Afama, they could not but remember that they were never fed ſo in Ezypr, and 
ſo they could not but acknowledge that that great God was infinitely to be prefer- 
ed before the Egyptian Gods. But that very paſſage above cited of St. Srephes , 
"They made 4 Calf in theſe Days, and Offered ts the works of their own Hands, (certainly 
then not to the Sun, for that was not the work of their Hands ) then God turned, 
and gave them up to Worſhip the Hoſt of Heaven, Now, how could it be ſaid, that 
he gave them up to Worſhip the Hoſt of Heaven, if they were guilty of that [dola- 
try then, when they Worſhipped the Calf. Laſtly, There is no Imitation given in 
the whole Story, that they fell into the Heathen Javlatry ; for afterwards, when 
they fell into it, the particular Names of the God's are mentioned, as, Basl- Peor , 
HHoloch, Remphan. | 

- But herc on the contrary, Aaron expreſly proclaims A Feaft to the Loyd, and the 
People accordingly met,- and Offered there uſual Offerings ; whereas, had it been | 
the Egyptian Idolatry, their common Sacrifices would have bcen Abominations ; 
they muſt- not! have Sacrific'd Sheep and Oxen as they were wont to do, as our 
Author himſelf acknowledges. | PE 

- Our Amthor, next mentions the Calves ſet npby 7eroboam, 1 Kinzs. 22. 20. 27. 
And he faith, - Irs plain, that, zbeſe Calves were ſer up by him, as Idols or Symbols of 4 
new or Separate Religion from the Tribe of Judah. It 1s plain Jeroboaw's deſign was 
not to pervert the People fromthe Worſhip of the True God, to: that” of the Heas 
then [aols, but only divert the Pcople of 7/re:! from going to feraſa/cm fearing leaſt 
if the People ſhould Yearly -go up to Feraſalem to Worſhip, they ſhould, be again. 
reduc'd ro their Allegiance, to'Rehoboam, and: ſo caſt off his Uſurpation.. Naw, 
the occaſion of the Kingdoms coming to him, was from Solomon; falling to. Hea:hen 
Idelatry, 1 Kinrs. T1. 33. Which would make him more cautious of falling into it, 


© Eſpecially at his firſtentrance, _ In Ababs /avlarry, the occafion aud deſcription of ic 
; | b | » wo is 


izgiven, x Kings. IT. 33. andthe God he Worſhipped particularly mentioned. Buf 

of Feroboam it £ only ſaid, that he ſet up the Calves at Da» and Beth, and ſaid unte 
the People, it is too much for you to go up to 7ereſalew:; Behold thy Gods, O Iſrad, - 
we have braught Thee up ont of the Land « ESYPr, 1 Ki. 12.28, 29. How caſte - 
had it been for him to have ſaid, that Ferohoham Worfhipped the Gods of Egype, 
had that been his intention !. And feroboams would have argued much better, that - 
they had hitherto been in a great miſtake, concerning the Tr«e'Go#, and. nor + 
meerly as to the place of his Worthip, which is all he ſpeaks againſt; for he con- - 
tinued the ſame Feaſts and way of Worſhip that were at Fersſalem. } x 

'Bur if this of Feroboam is Heathen Idolatry, how comes the Sin of Ahab to be 
called ſo much greater than that of 7rroboaws ? How comes ehs at the ſame time, 
to boaſt of his Zeal for the Lord, when it is ſaid of him, that he departed not from 
the Sins of Feroboam, viz. the Golden Calves of Dan and Bethel, 2 K ings 10. 16, 19, 
Hew comes the Prophet not to Reprove feroboam, for the Gods he Worfhipped, - 
but for the Altar ; this was a very ſinall Fault in reſpect of the former, had 7ero- 
boam been guilty of Heathen Idolatry, And how comes the Worſhip of God to be 
preſerved in the Tex Triber, after their Captivity, when they ſtill continued their 
Separation in Religion, from the Kingdom of 7#dab, 2 Kings 15.28. For certainly, 
if the Samaritans had only deſired Information concerning the Worſhip of the God - 
of 1ſrael, after the way of Jeruſalem, they would have ſent thither for it: But be- 
cauſe they ſent into the Land of the Captivity, for a Prieſ# to be ſent ta them 
it is plain, the former differences ftill continued. 

From all which, it's plain, that feroboam did not fall into Heathen Idolatry ; and 

yet we ſee. he is charged therewith in Scripture, tho' not Heathen Jdolatry, like 
that of Ahabs, for it is ſaid, That he bad done Evil above all that were before him ; " Rings 
and had gone and made him other Gods, and Molten Images, to provoke God. to 1+ 3+ 
Anger, and had caft him behind his Back: Which charge, may ſufficiently Inform 
us how great a Sin this of Worſhiping the True God, by Images, is. es” 

- The Second Head of Diſcourſe, is, That the Gods that they worſhipped, at that Pog. 94) 
time, were nothing but the Heavenly Bodies, or the Sun, as the Supream Deity. . © 

..- Bur, how can it be ſuppoſed, that Men of Senſe and Underſtanding ſhould be- 
lieve that to be a God, which is altogether void of it? And if the greateſt Part of 
the World acknowledged ſuch for Gods as had no Underſtanding, how could the 
Notion: of.the One Supream Ged be preſerved among them ?. | 

Our Axthor gocs about to Prove, That this was the Idolatry of the Heathens, Pag. 96, 
by-the Teſtimony of Exſeb:5: But he might have remembred, That this Paſſage 
isextant in his Third Book, De Prepar. Evang. that the Prophecy ſeemed to think 
that the Egyptians looked not beyond the Sun, ſoon, and Stars; yet he acknow- 
ledges, that they repreſented the Creator with an Egg in his Mouth. Now, if 
- they acknowledged a God, how can. it be ſaid, That . they Worſhipped the Srars, 
without any Notionof Demonſtration. 41-7 | 

He brings in likewiſe Diodorus Siculns ; but it ſeems he has not much Read 
him, or he would have been loath to have brought Him in, who makes fo much 
againſt him ; for in his Firſt Book, after the Celeſtial Gods, he Treats of Men and 
Wamen Deified, of Ofris, 16s, and' Tryphon; and ſays, That Ofris was equally 
- Honoured-with: the Celeftial Gods, C7 7... © | Nt 
,  Eaſcbizs in his Chronicles, faith, from the Teftimony of Beroſns, That tho? they + 
Worſhipped the Sn, under the Name of Baa), yet they believed a Supream Gzd, 
whom they acknowledged tothive produced all things. . And by the Teſtimonies 


of Plutarch and Zenep bon, the Perfians owned a Goa above the Sun. - a 
- F ik wats * is 2 #1 #1 *. C -— Ar. 
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© And Aberrobine hever affinn'd, That they hal ne/Serfferind Apprefienion of @ 


Supream God; buriſays in the beginnitg, that tie fpeakvorily of Sub-celtftial Both ;- 
and: that the Anticnts believed "that the Sun was 'Govetniour of the Wortd. 'But 
where he ſpcaks of the: Supream God, ke faith, That theAntients-never' made an 
Image of this God, becauft they thought him ſb far beyond our Conception. *And 
ſo-theſe ſeveral Authors, our Author quotes, do him very little Service Inmaintain- 
ihg - his True and Only Notion of Jaolatyy. | 

Our Author ſays, Ic is no leſs Malice than Fofly, to charge Molarry upon all 
Chriſtians of the Reman Communion. It conſiſts, 'he fays, of theſe Three Heads, 

| &. The Worſhip of Images, 4 c '3, Jiivocation of Saints, 

ON : 2. Adoration of the Holſt. [S | 

Ang, whereas he. juſtifies their making Tmages, fromthe Inſtance 6f the Cheru- 
bims ; -Itis plain, :there-is a. vaſt difference : For, as Tdolatrous as'the Jews were, 
they.never paid any Worthip to the Cherabims, as the Papifts do, even by their 
own Concelfions to Images, They never Invocated Cherwbims, as the Papiſts do 
their: Croſſers Images, &c.. But in all their Afts of Worthip, ſtrewed that they pail | 
no Worltyp thereto, by their continual. uſe of this Expreſſion : Thow' Gotl.thar an l- 
leſt between the: Cherubims. 

He faith, -That if-it - follows that ſomething more is required ta make Taolarry 
than the uſe.of /mages, our Author has a particufar Talent in the Art of Sophiftry, 
through his whole Book, by foiſting in Sentences of Ambiguous ſignifications: For 
either, by uſe of them, may be.mcant a ſetring up of them in that Place ; for Or- 
nament, or by Vertue of a Command, without making any Application to them 

* in Acts of Worſhip, as the ews did in this Caſe; for it 1s'more. than certain, 
they would never have preſumed to do ſuch a thing, unleſs they. had had a par- 
ticular. Command of God: Or it may be taken for an actual making uſe of them in 

Ads of Worſhip. In the. former Senfe, the Jews made uſe of the Cherabims in 

their. Holy:of. Helics, but not in the latter ; for it is plain, Thar they never. diteted 

any A& of Worſhip thereto; which, yet *cis plain the Papiffs do. Ant if the Zews 
had: done any ſuch thing, Ged would have declared againſt it, and no doubt would 

rather-eauſe them to be taken away, than had his Worſhip thereby pollared, A 

plain-Inſtance of which we have in Scripture, in a thing no leſs of Divine Ap- 

intment than the Cherubims were; to wit, the Golden Serpent : For tho God ap- 

-Pgiated-that to be kept, in remembrance of his ctiring them ; and looking upon. 
At, when they were ftung by the Fiery Serpents, and likewiſe as a Type of our Sa- 

viour, as he himſelf declares to Nicodemns ; yer when the People committed: Ido- 

latry therewith, the Good King deſtroyed it. By tlie way, I wonld ask our An- 

thor, whether they committed that Idolatry with it, which. he ſays is the True - 
and only Notion of Idolatry ; to wit, if they Worthipr the San thereby ? certainly. 
he will not fay that. And I hope he will not'ſay, they Worſhipt it felf, ſo as to, 
account it a God; for it is not probable, they could be fo ſtupid in ſuch a Good 

Kings Reign, eſpecially when the Scripture does not ſay any fuch thing of them, _ 

with ſuch a Sacred thing as thar, even under the worſt of their, Kings, and thoſe - 
who were moſt prone to Kolatry. Nay, *tis plam, That when they. Worſhipped : 
ſtrange Gods, they did nor think there was any Divinity: in the Image it felf; and; : 
that:-hence-thry are called the Gods of the Zidonians, Ammonites, &c. Now, it is 
impoſſible that they could imagine that ae Image, incloſed in their Temples, could : | 
be-the Deiry.of.that People whoſe Gods they Worſhipr, but only that they ſerrup bY 
an Image, to repreſent that G © D whom: the Ammonites, &e. Worthipr ed, 
And. it- remains then, that they deſigned by it,'to Werfhip the” LORD 
| EEE and: 
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and it may be paid ſuch an'honeur ro 1125 (Me Pape Terr PP RR 
ſeeing «that was reckoned Idolatry by God, our Author will pleafe to .. 
Pardon us if we do not receive his true and only Notion 'of HMelarry. 
2. Our Author: may be anſwered'by one of his own Authors ( and 
fuch as maintains no- Anticatholick *Ulncbriftiav Principles ) Thomas 
Aquinar. His words are: * They were'not ſet up to be Worſhiped bur * 
© for the ſake of ſome Myſtery : viz. the San&ium Sanflorum Reſembled 
© Heaven 3 the Arkas the Foot-ſtool of God who was Incomprehealible, 
© and therefore no reſemblance of him was there ;. the Mercy-feat his 
© Reſidence 3 the Cherubims repreſented the Company lot- Heavenly 
© Angels waiting-on him, whom chey were forbidden to Wor ſhip, fiuce 
© that was due to God alone. | FE} | | 
Our Author comes off with a fair ſham , If it be no Tolatry to Worſhip I» 125+ 
towards an [mage , after all their Frights they fairly give up the Cauſe to the 
Church of Rome. here again obſerve his Aquivocation, Worſhip to- 
wards ati Image. For it may be cither taken barely for Worſhiping to- 
wards a place where the Image is;and without any reſpe to it, no more 
than they knew nat of any Image's being there z no man will call that. 
Idolatyyz bot that will dothe Church of Rowe no Services Or it may be. 
taken for Worſhip towards the Image it ſelf, ſo as the Perfon dire&ts him- 
ſelf immediately to the Image and pays it ſome Adoration, and that this. 
is Iddatry hath been already evinced from Scripture': Nor has our Au- 
thor for all his buſtling vindicated her from the Aſperſion of it. 

_ I ſhall enly 7nſert an Argument: or- two out of- the Fathers of Cor- 
flantinople , the firſt is againſt Images. thus .* That all the Repreſentati- 
© o-of Chriſt allowed us by the Goſpel , is that which Chriſt bim- 

: C{elf Inftituted, in the Elements of the Lerds Supper Whoſe uſe. was to 
© put us in Remembrance of Chrift, No other Figure or Type being 
© choſen by Chrift , as able to Repreſent his being in the Fleſh but this. 

i. © This was an Honourable Image of his quickning Body. made by him- 

© ſelf z which he would not haye of the ſhape of a man to preyent 1dela- 
© ry ; but'of a commen Nature , as he took upon him the common 
© Nature of: Man, and-not any Indiyidual Perſon ; and as the Body of 
$ Chriſt was really SanQtified by the Divine Nature , ſo by Inſtitution 

© this Holy Image is made Divine through SanCification by Grace, 

24. Of the ſame Fathers Arguments againſt the Image of any other - 

© Becauſe theſe being the chief, there can be leſs reaſon for any others 
© befides; that there isno Tradition of Chriſt or his Apoſtles for them : 
© no Way of Confſecratien of them preſcribed, or praCifed, no ſuitgble= 
© neſs in the ule of ſthem to the deſign of - the Chriſtian Religion, which 
© being in the middle betwixt Judaiſm and Paganiſm, it caſts off the Sa- 
- *crifices of the one, and not only be Sacrifices, but the Idolatries yr tag 
© other + 
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* Heathen Superſticions into Chriſtianity, o 
* © unbecoming their Glory in Heayen to be ſet upon Earth in dull and 


"of 


11 Fieayen, to call it the 
honour them by : that it is 


© and ſenſeleſs Images : rhat Chriſt himſe}f would not receive Teſtimony 

from Deyils though they ſpake truth ; neither can ſuch a Heatheniſh 
© cuſtom be acceptable to the. Saints .in Heaven , though pretended to be 
* for their Honour. That nothing can be plainer in the Goſpel than that 
<God is a Spiric And will be Worſhiped in Spiric and in Truth,to which 
© nothing can be more contraty than the going about to honour God 
© by Workſhiping any _ of him(elt or his Sainte. As to -his 2d. the 
Adoration of the Heft. T hey can be no-more excluded from Idolatry in 


_ their Worſhiping of it than the Heathen; for that they give Aderation * 


even to what they lee in it is plain ; and it that which according to them- 
ſelves is nothing but the accidents, they.arc 'worle than the Heatbern who. 
Worſhip only Subſtances. Pe - : | 

2. They are not ſure bur they may he impoſed upon ſo as to commic 
Idelatry even in their own ſcale of it ; for richer through the Juggling or 
carcleſneſs of the Prieſt an unconſecrated Wafer may be preiented to 
them inſtead of a Conſecrated one. And, | | 

Zdly. Secing it has been preyed, and has been the Opinion of all the 
Ancicnt Church till about the 9th, Century, .thar the Bread and Wine 
are not Tranſubſtantiated-into the Body, and. Bleqd of Chriſt , ic muſt 
of neceſſity follow that they are Idelerroue in Worlhiping it. | _ p 

When they are charged with Idslarry for Worſkiping Seints and Angels 
as alſo Images,they labour to ſhift the Argument by {ayingthey give only 
Douleis but not Laetria which is due to God alone. jy all-cheir ſub= 
tilty they cannot get one'place in Scripture to bear. chem out in this Dj 
ſtinftion 3 for the Scriptyre uſes them. beth , indiflerently , jevcn when 
ſpcaking of the Worſhip dueto God. Bu I defare: thar-they will ſhew 


us ſome ground for their Diſtintion, how many degrees of Worſhip | 


g0 to make up a Dowlcia,and how many a Latriaz for as to-their External 
Adoration it is the fame Poſture when direQed to an A&ngel , zor Saints, 
as when direfted to Gad, their AﬀeQion and. Z:al .ſcems likewile-cthe: 
ſame; nay, and their very External Words are likewiſe -the ſame 
asklng things:of an Angel after the ſame manner asit.ic were anIndepeng- 
ent being, and conſcquently his Honour is given ro-the Creature. © As 
in the Atiphona on the Apparitien of Michael the. Arcb- Angel he -is praid +0 
come and help the People of God. nd in the Feaſt of the Guardiap Angel, 
recommended to all Catholicks by Pawl V. in the laſt words of the Brey-- 
iaty: They ere praid to defend thers in War, that they may not periſh in Gods tex- 
rible Fruigment. In the Hymn to the Holy Apoſtles they are praid 


poſt þ 2.9. command the Guilty to be looſed from their Guilt, to heal unſound minds, -and-to en= 


creaſe 


Clo) | 
creaſe their Vertucs , that when Criſt ſhall cune they may be partakers of Eteri:al 
Glory, The Reader may plainly fee here that, it is not ſaid Pray to God” 
for us; which if they did, they were blameablc enouzh ; but do ic for 
us, Four {elves a5 it the Angels and Apoltics were a} Independent Bc- 
ings. And Tam furc ſuch Ablolate Worſhip as that is, cannot even in 
their own ſ{enfc be termed Doulcis; for they cannot expreſs ic in higher 
Words to God himſelf. | | 

2. Thoſe Adts which preſuppoſe in a Creature one of the highcit Per- 
fe&ions we can conceive ate l[dolatr:us. But fo it is that the {ovecating 
of Angels impiycs one of the Higheſt PertcQions we can conceive to be 
in thein, for we mult imagine that they know when we Invacate them, 
otherwiie 1f we uid not believe them to know and take notice what we 
ſaid unto ckem we would notdo it. And upon this ſuppoſt:ion that they 
do hear us,we muſt Attribute to them cltie higheſt Knowledge which we 
can conceive; 35 {uppoic ſo many Perſons ar «the ſame time pray trom 
the moſt diſtant places of rhe Earth to -St. Jichaed, Peter , Paul , &c. we 
muſt believe both rhar rhey hear thoſe different Prayers of the Perſons 
ſuppoſlcd to be in {o diſtant places, and likewile that they can. ju !ge of 
theirr ſincerity, for we cannot <xpcct to have an An{wer of our Prayers 
without aur fſtnc<rity be known. Whereas the Scripture plainly ſays 
that God is tize Judge of Hearts. And pray what higher Netion can we 
hayeevcn of Omniſcience it ſelf, 

3. That Action which ſ{nppoſes God to be unmindful of his Servants, 
muſt needs be highly diſp!caſing co him, But this praying to Saints to - 
Interceed for them , ſuppaſcs God to be unmaindful, and that therefore 
he muſt be put in mind of it by Saints and Angels, and likewiſe that 
Chriſt is not lo Paithfal in his Mediatory Office as he ſhould be, All 
which are notorious Blaſphemies. 

It may not be amiſs here to ſer down ſome inſtances of the Fathers 
Opinions, as to the invocation of our Bleſſed Virgin, &c. 

Epiphanius ſaith, Maries Body was Holy indeed, but yet not God , ſhe was Contra 
indeed a Virgin and Honowrable, but ſhe was not propcunded for Adoration, but bers os 
ſelf Worſhiped bim, who as concerning bis Fefs was Born of ber. 

Auſtin faith, Let not the Worſhip of dead men b: any Religion unto us, be _—_ 
cauſe if they bave lived Helily, they are not 20 be accounted of , as that they ſhould uit, © 
ſeek ſuch Honour, but rather they will have bim to be Warſhiped of us by whom 
tbemſclves being illuminated rejoyce, that we ſhould be fellow (eyvants of their reward, 

They are therefore to be Henowred for Imitation, uot to be IWorſhiped for Religion ſake- 


And again, We bonowr them with Love, nos with Service. Neither do we ere@ bid, 


Temples nnto them, for they will not have themſelves ſo to be boncured of us, beeauſe 

they know that we our ſelves bring geod are the Temples of the High God. And in Pe Civ. 

ancther place, Neither do we Conſecrate Suybs \ Prieſf-boods , Holy Rites, A c, 
hae Cere- : 


( 20 ) 
Ceremonies, and Sacrifices unto the ſame Martyrs, ſeeing not they, but thely Ged 
is owr God &c. We neither Ordain- Priefis for our Martyrs , nor Offer Sacri- 


fices, 


In Rem.cct- Ambroſe ſaith, They are wont to uſe a miſerable Exenſe, ſaying that - by theſe 


Ibid. 


Hin. Hiſt, . 


Eccl. p. 


Men we may bave Acceſs unto Ged, ai to a King by Earls, Go to, is any Man ſo 
Mad I pray you that being forgetful of his own Salvation , he will challange as 
fit for an Earl the Royalty of a King ? And a little atter, Theſe Men think them 
not guilty , that give the honour of Gods Name t0 @ Creature , and leaving the 
Lord , Worſhip their Fellow Servants. 

We fhall now give a ſhort account how Images, were firſt, brought 
in as alſo the' Invecation of Sainis. And the firſt that brought in Im- 


102, (7c. AgES Is Paulinus Biſhop of Nola, and Swlpitius Severws,Calthough before their 


time they had in ſame places Painted Images, as appears trom Epiphanizs 
Cu:ting the Vail wherean Chriſt was Painted ) for Hiſterical-uſe , or 
Ornament of their Churches. Burt there is not the leaſt preof of any 
Adoration given thena then ; their only uſe at that time being Hiſtori- 
cal, Ethica], or Politick. Yet they arc blameable for making that uſe 
of them; for that Hiſtorical uſe in a little time degenerated into 
Idolatry. 

As to the Invocation of Saints, it owes its Original to the Panegyrick, 
Ocations, of Sr. B2ſil, Nyſſen, and Nazianzen , Who being Great Orators, 
uſed ſeveral Rhecorical Flouriſhes in their Dectamations, ſometimes 
-uicing Compellations ro the Dead as if they were preicut before them, 
and ſometimes imploring their Imterceſtion , ſo that what they did 
meerly for El:quence of Speccn gave cccafton to the Ualearncd to fall 
int that grelfs Error. 

I the days of the Emperour Philipzicus a New Controverfie aroſe a- 
bout the 4Joration of Images; for this Emperour cauled to remove the 
Images of Chrift, 2Aary, and the Saints out of the Churches, and Or- 
dained thatnone ſhould Worſhip them; the Pepes of Rome ſtoutly main» 
eained the Adoring of Images, and therefore Excommunicated the Em- 
perour. The Original of this Controverſies was thus: When Jobn a 
Mocnothelite Monk, was EleQed Patriarch: of Cenfla:tinople, a Council 
Was called there to Examine him as to his Do&trine, where he was Cor- 
demn'd of Herefie. The Pipe in Commemoration of this A&t, cauſed 
the Images of all choſe who were preſent at this Council be ſer up in the 
Porch of Sr. Peter : which occaſtencd a Controverlte berween the Grecks 
and Latins, the former ayouching that they ſhould be Abrogate as 
deſtruQiye to Pictys, and the latter maintaining them. Leo Tſawns the 
Third Empzrour of this Name being offended with this abominable Ido}. 
atry publighed rn Edif& An. 726. That none fpeuld Worſhip any Image. He al- 
ſo cauſed all Images bi thrown down,Pifiures be Defaced, and the Wall: Eo 

regory 


(21) 
Gregory the Third when he heard thereof Excommunicated Leos, who 
Laughed at his Thundrings, ſaying, He is an Idolator and 1s Excom; 
municated himſelf, he was therefore called Iconomachws. 

To him Succeded Conflantine Copronymus,a great abliorrerof Images, who 
alſo calling the 7tb. General Council at Conſtantinople, Condemacd the 
Worshipers of lmages Idolaters, &c. cauſed all the Images be removed 
our of Churches and would not {o much as ſuff:r them to be uicd pri- 
vately. 

In 4 24. Council of Nice 787. by the Influence of Irenz and. ker Son 


| Conſtantine the Gth. it was decreed rbat Images ſhould nor only be kept 


tor Hiltorical uſe but alſo Adored,Saluted,& cl his Trene cauſed the Body 


of Conſtantine Coprenimus be Digged up» and publickly Burnt 3 and caul.d 


her Sous Eyes be put our, becaule he threw down ſome ]Images. 

Upon hearing ot the proceedings of this Council Charles the Great 
called a Council at Frenk-fort 794. of 309 Biſhops: whoſe chiet buſizels 
was the Controverſit: about Images ; and they aproved their Hiſtoti- 
cal uie, bur Condemned the Wourſhp of them, thc 24.Nicene Council was 
rej2ted, and Writings publiſhed againſt that Pſcud Council, which 
Pope Adrimn in yain endeavoured to maintains Yet in Progrels of time 
it univerſally preyailed in the Church, 

What grols Idolatrys they commir in their Prayers to the Bleſſed 


Virgin, the Reader may judge by the Formes they ufe to Invocate her 4. 1553. 
by. in the preſent Roman Breviary reſtored according to the Council of P5393" 


Trent by {ſeveral Pipes yon may Read, Hail Bl:ſſ:d Virgin thaz alone have 
Deftroyed all Her-fier in the World, And again , womcſhafe to 1-t me praiſe tec 
O Hily Virgin, and give me ſtrength againſt thy Enemies. And ia the Hymn 
frequently uſed in her Office and particularly on that day ſhy is tor 
£ only called the Gate of Heaven, but ſke is intreated to locle the Bonds 
© of the Guilty 3 to give light tothe Bitad, and to drive away our evils, 
* and to ſhew herſclt ro be a Mather as in the Maſs Book Printed at Paris, 
1634. * By the Authority of a Mother Command the Redeemer. They 
pray to her therein © for Puricy of Life, and a ſafe conduct to Heayen. 
Innumerable more might be mentioned, but theſe may ſuffice to inform 
a Judicious Reader more than to accumulate multitudes of Arguments. 


And ail this Idolatry committed in the Addrefles to her ſeems to proceed 


from a groſs Notion of an Eternal State, to wir that choſe External Re- 
Jatians that proceed here from a Marcied State , ſuch as Huchbands and 
Wives, Parents and Children were in force in that Life of BleſI-dneſs ; 
where as our Saviour himſelf {ays in his Anſwer to that unan{werabte 
Obj:&inn (as themſelves thought) of the Sadduces againſt the Reſurrefion 
of the Dead. 


The Children of this World Marry and are given in Marriage 5 But they w_—_ 
ſhal 


| whit {ball be accounted worthy to attainthat World and the wy prog h DI j- 
Dead , neither Marry ny ave given Þn Marriage----For they are big ants uhe Mt 3 
gels, &c. Luxe 20: 34, 35, 76. And if they are Fog ranch wor tt * Ct 
undouubred!y all rhole External Relations that 'have fo mach force: here: 
are there at an End. Rad they confidered'our Blefled Sawiours own Words: 
as to her, while one of the Mu'titnde cried; Bkfſed isthe: Womb: 2þer- 
b rre thee,an! the Pap that gave thee Suckzreplying Yea rather Bleſled are they. 
that hear the \ord of Gods and do it. And it is yery Obſervable that 
when one came and told him 1hþa1 buy Mother and Brethren flood with:nt de- 
F ig to ſpeak with him, he Anſwered and ſaid ur.t0 him that told bim, whois my 
Mother ? and who are my Bretbren? He flreiched forth bis hand towards bis Diſ- 
cipies, and ſail, Behold my Mither, and my Brethren, For whoſcever fhall do the 
wil of mp Fathce which is im Heaven, the ſame is my Brother and Sifter and My=- 
ther, As alſo that in all places of Scripzure where he 1s brought in an- 
{wcring her he prefaces it with this word Woman, By all which *cisplain 
tat our Saviour did plainly Caveate his Church againſt thoſe danger- 
ous Firors about l:is Mother, which have fince crept into the Chriſtian 
World to the unſp akable Diſhonour of his Name andStumbling block 
of Fes and Maburactans and H:athens, Which in all probability ſball 
reyer be converted totheir Lord and Sayiour aslong as fuch groſs Errors 
are kept up by theſe that rake upon themſelves the Name of Chriſtians. 
I ſhall conc'ude thi, Diicourſc in the words of that Religious and Learn- 
ed Prince K. Fzmes the Firſt, where ſpeaking of the Eontroverſes- be- 
tween us and the Church ot Reme , he comes to that point of the Rel- 
is of Saints. Bt for the rporſhiping either of them or Images, I muſt ? ſaith he, 
account it Damnable Iielatry ; and ads , that the Scriptures are ſo direaly , vehe= 
mcnly and puncEually ag airft it, as 1 wonder what Brain of Man, or Suggeſtion of 
Satan durſt iffer it to Chriſtians ; and all muſt be ſalved with nice and Phileſopbical 
Diftin@ions---, Let them therefore that maintain this DoGrine anſwer it to Chriſt at 
the Latter Day, when he ſhall accuſe them of Idolatry ; and then T doubt if be with 
be ptid with (uch nice and ſophiftical Diſtin@ions, 
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Allo, the VVorſip of IMAGES, Ainaims of 
 theHOST, and Innovation of SAINTS, @e. : 


Proved 
IDOLATRY. 


By the Cathbolick DoGrine of the Holy Scripture , the Ancient | 
Fathers and all Reformed Churches. 3 

By which the Writings of Dr. Stillingfleet, Dr. Tillotſon, 4 
Dr. Moore, 9c. are Cleared from the Charge of Anticatho- I | 

lick, Anti-chriſtiag, Fanatical, Q@Ac. z |: 


—————— 


i 


F or it was not an Enemy that yeproached me, then 1 could bave brarn it, bur i it was thou 
s Man mine equal, my guide, and my acqueinteuce, Plal. 55. v- 12, [3 
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Mong all the late Diſcourſes I have ſeen, there is none that af- 
fords Occaſion of greater Surprize, than that IntitYd Reaſons 
for Abrogating the TEST , eſpecially if we conſider the Pre- 
ſent Station of the Author, and his Difference in Opinion, 
while movingin a Lower Orb, and was labouring for Promo- 

tion. As to his preſent Quality, He is well known to be one of the Re- 

puted Fathers of the Church of England, or Overſeers of the Flock of 

Chriſt, to preſerve it from all Falſe Do&rine, Hereſie, and Schiſm, &ec. 

And therefore it cannot bur be admir'd, that a Perſon who owes his Ec- 

cleſiaſtical Dignity to the Church of England, ſhould ſo meanly Con- 

deſcend, as if he ſaw his Dignity in dangee, to plead for Tranſubftantia- 
tion, and the Church of Rowe, againſt the Charge of Idelatry, maintain'd 
as well by all the Reform'd Churches in General, as by that Eftabliſh'd 
by Law in theſa His Majeſty's Dominions ! Which is no more tha: to 

| proclaim to all the World, that the Church of which he is at preſent a 

Conſecrated Biſhop, is a Schiſimatical Church. And this only upon the 

; account of making it an Argument to overthrow the Teft, which debars 

the Roman Catholick Peers from fitting in Parliament. Now that he 
ſeems to prove the Church of Exgland to be Schiſmatical, in his 
making good his Argument againſt the Teff, is plain ; For he makes 
it his buſineſs to ſhew you, That Tranſubftantiation, as it is decided by 
the Council of Trent, is a Doctrine which has always been acknowledg'd 
by the Church of England; and that the Church of Rowe is not guilty 
of Idelatry: Which if true, the Church of England can never jaſtifie 
her ſelf in her Separation from the Church of Roxze. So that even Va- 
rillss himſelf, could hardly have been ſo diſingenuous as to-have obtrud- 
ed ſuch a Fallacy upon the Werld: | 
But we ſhall not further digreſs, but trace our Author, and try on 
what ſolid Grounds his New Diſcoveries infiſt. Ss 
As to his firſt and ſecond Reaſons, I leave it to the Gentlemen of the 
Long Robe. Only I thought this old Saying might be inſerted, 


Turpius ejicitur quam non admittitur Hoſpes. 


| As for his Third Reaſon, That this Law is of an Ecclefiaftical Nature. , _ . 
I cannot conceive how making Acts what Perſons are to be admitted _in- *5* * 
to Places of Truſt, can be of an Eccleſiaſtical Nature. It would ſeem 
that all Acts of an Eccleſiaſtical Nature, are either for the .deciſion of 

"ſome intricate point of Divinity, or for Enjoyning the decent perform- 


ing of all chings belonging to the Worſhip of God, or calling to — 
B thoſe 
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thoſe who areunruly, and walk diſorderly, as the Apoſtle terms it, and- 


Excommunicating tuch if Obſtinate :.. But none of theſe can be faid in the 
caſe of the Tef. For here was no making of Decrees upon Divine Ve- 
rities; that is, here was no Diſcuſſion of that Controverſlie of Tranſub- 
ftantiation and 1dolatry, but only the Parliament fu poſing the Proteſtant 
Opinion in oppoſition toit, to have beena Truth received by onr Church, 
and that upon Authority Competent,and continued for above a hundred 
Years,and that it was the only Tef todiſtinguiſh one of the Church of Rome 
from one of our own Communien, and therefore enjoyned, that none 
ſhould be admitted to fit in Parliament, or ' bear any publick Charge, 
but ſuch as diſowned Tranſubftantiation, 8c. whichis as much as to fay, 
We order that none ſit in Parliament, or bear any publick. Charge, but 
ſach as diſowned Trenſubftantiation, &fe. Which is as much as to fay, We 
order that none fit in Parliament, &c.. but thoſe who are by Profeſſion of 
the Churchof Ezgland.as it is now Eſtabliſhed by Law. Burt this Argu- 
ment being fo I rivial, the very naming of it ſeems a ſufficient Refutal ; 
We therefore proceed to that he inſiſts ſo much. upon, and by. which he 
ſeems rather to havedeſigned toſupport the tottering Cauſeſof the Church 
of Rome, than to impugn the Te. 

His Fourth Reaſon why it ought to be Repealed, is, Becauſe of the Un- 
certainty and Falſhood of . the Matters therein contained * As firſt, That there 


« n0 Tran/ubſtantiation in the Sacrament of our Saviours Body and Blood.” 
And ſecondly, The Invocation of Saints and the Mother of God u Idolatry. 


 TheReverend Author follows exactly the Method of thoſe he rakes 
upon him.to defend, Which is firſt to begin to beſpatter thoſe whom 
he alledges were Promoters of the Teff. 


4 z * 


_ He begins firſt ro ſhew the Eyil of impoſing the Abjuration of Tran- 
ſubſtantiation, and makes a great Buſtle to ſhew the Unreaſonableneſs of 
impoſing an Oath, the Contents whereof are ſo abſtruſe,that it is hardly 


poſſible - for Noblemen'eſpecially to come to the underſtanding of them. 


And to make his Putt good, he makesa very long Digreſſion on the No. 
tions of the ſeveral Schoolmen about .Tranſub/tantiation ; where he ever 
endanon drops precarious Aflertions, to wit, that the Catholick Church 
m all Ages, maintained the Real and Subſtantial Preſence ; but we meet 
not with any fhew of Proof thereof. Ir ſeems he thinks the old avr's #94 
15 enough, that hz Affirmation ts evidence enovgh to prove the Truth of 
any thing. One would almoſt admire whar he means in ſetting down 
thoſe wild Notions of Scetits, Neminal:ſts,&c.. And indeed ir can be with 
no other defign than to confound his Reader ; Yet in the end he gives 
you the Deſcription of TrayſubFantiation, as it is in the 4th Chapter of 


_ the 13th: Seſſion of rhe Council of Trent, intheſe words : 


* By the Conſecration of the Bread and Wine, there 1s a Converſion of 
*the Whole ſubſtance of the, Bread into the ſubſtance of the Body of 


* Chriſt, ardof the whole ſabitance of the Wine into the ſubſtance og tis 
| | «* Blood, 


EEE ee emma 


(:3.F 
*'Blood ; which Converſion is fitly and properly called by the Holy Ca: 
« tholick Church,, Trau/ubſtantiation. — de 

Now. what, moved him to. rail ſo much againſt the Impoſers of the 
Teft, as impoſing Propoſitions which Noblemen could. nor poſſibly un- 
derſtand ?. For certainly they muſt be of very mean Capacities who- 
cannot underſtand the Deciſion of that Infallible- Church in this affair, 
and-that goes beyond. all-the particular Notions of Schoolmen; and is 
the Rule co which they are. all co ſubmit. It ſeems our Author has a 
very mean Opinian of theNobllity, while he ſo confidently ayerrs, that 
they neither do nor. can underſtand it. -For it is propoſed in as; plain and 
obvious. terms. as can be, though I confeſs a man muſt put a ſuſpenſion 
(for that time at leaſt ) to Senſe, Reaſon, and Religion, to believe it ; 
and may therefore the eaſilier and fafelier ſwear againſt it. 

He - proceeds to. give you the Opinions of the ſeveral Communions pag. 28; - - 
differing from the Church of Rowe.; And he firſt begins with the Zucbe- - | 
78135. But what .he ſpeaks as to their Senciments, we purpoſely. wave.:: 
Seeing though they.differ from the Churchof Rome in that point, yet their 
Church differs vaſtly in her Opinion from all other Proteſtant Churches; 
yet they do not.in the. leaſt own, that the Bread and Wine are tranſub- 
ſubſtantiated into the Body and Blood of Chriſt. | | 

Whereas our Author ſays, that the HeJvetian Miruſters maintained the pag. 31. 
Real Preſence, we have Inſerted the following: paſſage out of their Con- 
feſſion. © We do not then fo joyn the Body of the Lord and his Blood 31:1ver. 
« with the Bread. and Wine, as tho we thought that the Bread is the Bo- Confef. * 
* dy of Chriſt more than-.after a Sacramental manner, or yet that the | 
* Body of Chriſt doth -lye hid corporally under the Bread, fo as it oughc 
*to be worſhipped under the form of Bread, or yet that he that recei- 
© veth the ſign receiveth alſo the Thing it ſelf. The Body of Chriſt is in 
* the Heavens, at the right hand-of his Father, &c. - 

And he affirms, thac the Bohemian Waldenſes declare expreſly, Bread and Page 29. - 
Wine are the very Body. and Blood of Chriſt. The Reader may pleaſe to 
take notice of theſe words in their Confeſſion , & Wherefore this Speech, Confeſ- 
« Bread i the Body, and Wine is the Blood of Chrift, is a SacramentalSpeech, Bohems: 
«to wit, that theſe two diftint things, d> remain the elf fame thing 
* which in their own nature they be, and yet by reaſun of a Sacramental 
* Union, or Sacramentally, they be that alſo which they ſignifie, :and 
* whereof they do teſtifie Now- boti good and bad uſe this Sa- 

« crament, yet the true Believers receive it to-Life, and the Unbelievers 
*to Condemnation : And tho both receive it outwardly, yet the Belie: ; 
« vers do receive it Spiritually, - and fo to their Salvation. - Nothing like, 
The Bread and Wine are the very Body and Blood of Chriſt here. . : 

' And the Reformed French Church confeſs, that in the Lords Supper, not Pag. 37. 
only all the Benefits of Chriſt, but his wery Fleſh and Blood are there exhibited 


'9 us; in the French Confeſſion you may find theſe Words, © For _—_ Confel. 
; *hE Gal, 


(4) 


* he benow in Heaven, and ſhall remain there till he come to judpe 
** the World ; yet we believe that by the fecret and incomprehenſible 
** Vertue of his Spirit, he doth nouriſh and quicken us with the Subſtance 
* of his Body and Blood being apprehended by Faith. . But we fay 
© that this is done Spiritually, &c. Not a word of Tranſubſtantiation 
here. | 
Then he proceeds to Calvin, and would make the World beheve that 
he likewiſe owned it. Whereas it's plain that he mean'd nothing elſe bur 
a Spiritual Preſence and a Spiritual Nouriſhinent to the worthy Recei- 
vers. But becauſe our Author thinks he has got an Argument ad homi-. 
nem againſt Calviniſts, I ſhall only fer down a little from ſome of the fol- | 
low Paragraphs, and then let any 'one judge how the Words he cites, 
| can be Interpreted in his ſenſe. 
Calo: n= © And firſt, truly we muſt not dream of ſuch a preſence of Chriſt in 
fit. L.4. © the Sacrament, as the Sophiſters of the Court of Rome have invented ; 
C.17-Sect; © 25 if the Body of Chriſt locally preſent, were touched with our Hands, 
es * broken with our Teeth, and ſwallowed with our Mouth. For Pope 
** Nicholas caus'd Berengarins to make this Form of Recantation. And 
Sef.14. © Sed. 14. Hence ſprung that Tranſubſtantiation, for which the Romanifts - 
* contend more eagerly at this day, than for all other the Articles of 
* their Faith——— But it is a wonder that Men deviate into ſuch Stupi- | 
** ty and Ignorance, as to bring forth ſuch a Monfter of Opinion, not 
* only contrary to the expreſs meaning of the Scripture, but the univer- 
*#al Conſent of the Ancient Church. Many more might be ſet down, 
but by theſe the Reader may ſee what a Champion Calvin has been for 
Tranſubſtantiation. And by this the Reader may judge what weight is to 
be laid as to the prerended acknowledgments of other Proteſtants in this 
Point. But to take notice of all his Raileries againſt ſeveral Proteſtant 
Writers, would be too much labour, efpecially ſeeing any Intelligent 
Reader may eaſily diſcover them. Our Author afterwards falls foul of 
Beza, but Railery being his Talent, we muſt give him his way. 

From all theſe Premiſes, he fays, That no ene thing in the World is more 
unfit to be ſet up for a Teſt, than Tranſubſtantiaticn. 1 wonder what he 
means ? Has he found out any Churches acknowledging TranſubF#antiation 
as it is held by rhe.Church of Rowe? He has a ſtrange way of arguing ; 
but his Argument ſhould run thus, Becauſe all Proteſtants acknowledge 
a kind of preſence of a Spiritual Nature, and which they profeſs them- | 


Pag. 37. 


ſelves that they do not determine whar it is: Therefore ir is a moſt un- 

reaſonable thing to impoſe TranſubFantiation a thing plainly determined | | 
by the Church of Rewe, as Matter of Abjuration, and then his Argu- | 
ment would loſe all its ſtrength. Nor does any thing in the Te/# contra- | 
dict the Opinion of any Proteſtants, ſo as it ſhould be ſtyled by our Au- | 

thor, 4 Defiance to Chriſtendom. For it only ſwears againſt that Real 


Preſence which is maintained by the Church of Rowe, and conſiſts in the | 
Conyer- | 


| C31 

Converſion or  Tranſubſtantiation into-the Body and Blood of Chriſt -after ths 
Prieſts muttering the words, This xx my Body + ef ae he 

The Church of England, 'he- fays, agrees with the Tradition of the Catholick 
Church both Roman and Reformed in Aſſerting the certainty of the Real Preſence, A, Pag. 46; 
mighty Reconciler.o' my word !- We always thought that there was a vaſt dif. 
ference between us ; but it ſeems our Author has had the happineſs to end diffe. 
rences above any that: have ever been before him. | F244 _— 

But he comes in with his Exceptions, tho the true account of it hath been miſera- 1hiq, 
bly perplexed and diſturbed by the Oblique Prattiſes of the Satramemtarians. Bene 
alleris Domine, male probas. . | | 

And to make good his accuſation, he Libels Dr. $z. as guilty of foiſting in 
ſome Inviſible Manuſcript for his Opinion ; for his'words ſeem to import ſo 
. much. © But £»#re, Why .the Learned Author held his Peace fo long, when 
a Truth of ſuch Conſequence has ſutter'd ſo much by his filence ? He will give ug 
a fhrew'd Reaſon to ſuſpect that he aims more at Preferment thandiſcovery of 
Truth, elſe he would have mentioned theſe things before now. But how could 
theſe things be if the Real Preſence were the general Opinion, not only of our 
Church, but of all che Proteſtant Churches ? He goes on as much as he can to 
beſpatter the Church whereof he pretends to be a Member, as ſuffering ſo ma- 
ny Innovations to be brought into-her, And yet who thoſe Innovators were he 
cannot tell ; for fays he ( whoever they were.) A very probable buſineſs that 
Innovations ſhould be brought in contrary to the general ſenſe of a Church, and 
yet no body ſhould know by whom. One would almoſt think by his arguing, 
that he had learned a little of the Mahumetan Sophiſtry. But ler us bear what : 
Innovations were brought in. I: was made, ſays he, inthe 5th Year of the Rings £4 47+ 
Reign, tho preciſely when and by what Perſons is not known. It may beour Author 
bas this from ſome Inviſible Manuſcript. For it is more like, that ſach a Tale in 
a Tub as this is ſhould be of ſuch Original, than that of Dr. S*. It is no wonder 
if we cannot give a particular Account of what Corruptions were brought into 
the Church at a far greater diſtance of time, if our Author 1s to ſeek to make 
thoſe appear that were ſo lately brought in. One thing is very much worth 
the Obſerving that Calvins Correſpondency with the ProteFfor gave a fatal blow to the Pag. 311 
Refermation. It is ſtrange if Calum brought in this Innovation as tothe Real Pre- - . 
ſence, when our Author pretends to bring him in above fo much for it, I will 
not ſay he contradicts himſelf, but leave it to the Reader to Judge. But he 


goes on, They appoint_this Zuinglian Form, Take and eat ths ( without men- Pag. 52. 


tion of Body and Blood ) in remembrance that Chriſt died for thee. 1 wonder how 
our Anthor can carp at this when itis almoſt the very words of our Saviour, 
Do this in Remembrance of me. And he goes on further that they were not fatis- 
fied wirh the alteration of the Old Form, but added a fierce Declaration to bar 
the Doctrine of Real and Eſſential Preſence, which ſee in the Rubrick after the 
Communion, and our Author ſets it down at large. Our Author 1s of a very 
moderate Temper, who rather than want an Argument that Noblemen ſhould 
not be impoſed upon to ſear to Intricacies and Falſhoods, will render the 
Church he pretends to be a Member of Infamous ; for ſo ſhe muſt be if what he 
ſays be true, that ſhe ſuffered ſuch Innovations to be broughr in contrary to her 
own and the ſenſe of all Reformed Churches. But what proof for all this? Nay 


for that he thinks himſelf of ſuch unqueſtion 
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- think' it lookt like fenfe to call r 


o 
we 


© 'One-would almoft think this a bold: praQtice in a bet®'Weiter thus to impoſe 
things which look ſo like EEE World: >: Nay one could ſearce 

at-an-nnoyation;, - which according to his own 
Conceſſion was brought in but in the grh:Year of K. Edward the VI. Reign, and 


conſequently of the Reformation ; unleſs our Author would likewiſe ſay thar- 


the whole Proteſtant Doctrine was an Innovation:Eſpecially ſeeing neirher could 
they whoſe Office it was to Reform, ſee throngh all things at firſt view;nor poſli- 


bly, would they bring inal things requifice for a through Reformation at firſt, 


Tder: 53e. 


& 2-2- 58; 


Pa2.33, 39 
Wc | 


but firſt inform the Peoples Underſtandings as tothe ſeveral groſs Errors of the 
Church of Rome, that ſo they might remove the unjuſt 'Prejudices'they might 
have hadagainſt them, which might. have occaſioned great Diſturbance had 
they been ar firſt Enacted. PR | | 
Dr. Burnet, ſays he, has ofren-beard it ſaid, that the Articles were fram'd by 
Cranmer and Ridley ; but whoever told him ſo, knew no more than himſelf + and 
whoever tells him that it's not ſo, knows as little ; and one would think, that 
he who contradicts-an Hiſtorian, ſhould bring at leaſt as ſtrong Reaſons for it, 


as he whom he contradicts: And yet all that our-Author- brings to: make his. 


Charge good, is a Conjecture : For he ſays in the yery next Paragraph; 41 
that cart be conjeFured, is, &C. | | 

He ſays, © That in-the beginning of Queen Elizabeth's Reign, when the Re- 
& formation was ſetled in that: ſtate- in which it ever after continued ; and that 
* new Declaration of the ſecond Liturgy of King Edward,.8c.' was rejetted, 


* and the firſt old Form of Diſtribution' was reſtored, &e. But if ſo, how comes- 
it that our Author has produced no Inſtances of it from thoſe who were then. 


living? And how comes 'it that that Declaration is ſtill extant in-the Rubrick, 


that they acknowledge no Preſence, fave only after a Spiritual manner ? 


He pretends that the moſt famous Divines of our Church, were ſtiff Avonch- 


ers of his Real Preſence, and-Inſtanceth in Biſhop Andrews. But what: he in-. 


ſtanceth out of him, 'makes very little for his purpoſe, as appears by-theſe words 
In his Citation : Only we define nothing raſhly of its modus, neither. do we curiouſly 
enquire into it, 16. more. than how the Bleod of Chriſt cleanſeth ns in. our Baptiſm. 


| Now ſeeing the Learned Biſhop ſays that he will not curiouſly erquire into it 
No more than how the Blood of Chriſt cleanſeth us in Baptiſm, and that is by all 
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underſtood in a Spiritual ſenſe ( for no Church affirms that the Blood of Chriſt 
muſt enter into our Bodies for the cleanſing us) it muſt needs follow, - that he 
likewiſe underſtood the Preſence of Chriſt in a Spiritual ſenſe, and conſequently 
had no reſpect to a Corporal Preſence. And whereas he alledges Biſhop Poinet 
is of the ſame opinion, our Author would have done well,” if he had read over 
that Citation of him in the Biſhop of Durhaw's Hiſtory. of Tranſubftantiation; 
and he'would have found theſe words at the cloſe of it :- Lafty, he affirms, ac- 
cording to the unanimous ccnſent of the Fathers, That this Matter muſt be underſtood 
in a Spiritual ſenſe, baniſhing all groſſer and more carnal thoughts. And what theſe 
words import, let any man judge. By | 

But becauſe our Author 1s ſo much for Inſtances,l ſhall likewiſe ſet down @ few. 
The firſt is that of the Famous Biſhop Feel, in his Anſwer to Harding ; who 
proves, That to give the honour of God to a Creature, is manifeſt Idclatry, as the 


 Papiſts doin the £ideration of the Hoſt, &tc. ' Which he would never have attem pt- 


ed, had he be-n for the Ccrporal Preſence. 
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ant the Worſhipping of them was woty wicked by the ies of Chrifts Church; &e; 
2: In the nan i Hoſt ; of 4 wa rey at. — ms EE SOS 
.  Athird is of Biſhop Taylor, in theſe words :.** Now by this Spiritual Preſence 
* of: Chriſt, we a Chriſt tobe preſent, as ny on preſent [F< OE 
* mthe Hearts of the-Fairhful; by Blefſing and Grace; -and: thiv is all that we as 
© mean, beſides. the Oy ng and Figurative prefence. - And p..14. We fay 
** Chriits Body is in the. Sacrament-Really , but Spiritually; our meaning is, 
** chat it 4s preſent to-our Spirits. only; that is, ſo as Chriſt is not preſent to any 

' © other ſenſe, but that of-Faithy or ſpiritual ſaſception.. And p. 13.1In the Sacra-- 
« ment is given us the true ſubſtance of Chriſts Body or Fleſh, but nor Carnally, 
* but Spiritually ; that is, not to our Mouths, but toour Hearts; not to be chew- 
« ed by. Teeth, but ta-be eaten by Faith. And p. 7. The Doctrine of the Church 
** of England, and generally of the Proteffamts in this Article, is this, That after - 
* the Miniſter of the Holy Myſteries hath rightly prayed, and Conſecrated the 
& Bread and Wine, the Symbols become changed into the Body and Blood of -: 
& Chriſt, after the Sacramental, that is, in a Spiritual Real manner; . ſo that all - 
** that worthily Communicate, do-by Faith receive Chrilt really, - effeftually to - 
© all the purpoſesof his Paſſion, the Wicked receiving not Chriſt, but the bare 
«© Symbols only. T8 X, | 

Our Author efter all, thinks he has made his Adverſaries quit the Field, and _ 
| leaves it to the Ingenuity of Mankind, to judge whether any thing can be more bar: i 
barous, than to make the Renouncing a Myſtery ſs -univerſally received, a ' State 
TEST. (Not fo barbarous neither, as to- puniſh Diſſenters - with PiHories ,- 
Whipping-Poſts, Rods, Axes, Scottrges, &c.) | And yet when he done his. utmoſt, 
there is notone of allthe above-cited, either Perſons or Communities, fave our 
dear Brethren of-the Church of Rowe, thac approves of Tranſubftantiation, or * 
the Converſion of the Bread and Wine into- thervery. Body and Blood of Chriſt ; 
Which is the Particular ſwore againſt in the 7eft. 7 | 

He charges the Sacramentarians with profane Boldneſs, for inſiſting on the p4g- 64; 
Natural Impofſibility of the Thing itſelf to the Divine Omnipotence, .and ſo of 
preſcribingMeaſures to the Divine Attributes: But he mightas well ſay one were 
profanely bold, that ſhould affirm, That it were not poſſible even to Divine Om-- 
nipotence, that the Author Of the Reaſens fer Abregaring the Teſt, ſhould at.the 
fame minute of time, both Write in favour of the Papi/ts. and not write in fa... 1 
vour of the Papi/ts, 1. e. that it is impoſlible that our Author can at .the ſame.In-- | 
dividual Minute of. time write for them and not write for them. For the other - 
has been proved as manifeſt a contradiction as this is. 

We ſhall not trouble the Reader with turther tracing our Author as to this 
Point, it being a hard matter to find him any where. But ſhall briefly give an 
account of the riſe of Tranſubſtantiation, and then ſhew its Repugnancy to Scri- 


pture and Reaſon. | | 

\ - About the Year of our Lord goo, horrible darkneſs overſpread the Church of Chriſt: Nothing: . 
- of ſoundneſs eitherin Doctrine or Manners, the Popes, Biſhyvs, Prieiis were Rude, Flagitious, . 
Wicked, whence, that Age by Writers was called Unhappy, Sad and Miſerable. In fo great 
Darkneſs what worider is it if the grofſeſt Errours prevaited ? Then began that Opinion of 
Oral Eafing of the Body of Chriſt in the Holy Supper. For Paſchaſius Ratbertus Abbot of Cor- 
bia, and Amalarius Biſhop of Trevir, introduced a kind 0: Subſtantial Converſion & Preſence. 
Rabanus Maurus Archbiſhop of Montz, and John Erigena a Scot, a very Learned Man,. Wo ac» 
knowledged only a Figurative Senle of the Words, which latter while he oppoſed that groſs 
fanducation was Stabb'd by his -Schollars with a Penknife at tlic inftinct of the Monks. 
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inthe: Brend and Wine not Subftantiaily, but Sacramentally, and ſo-rejected-the Carnal Preſence 
and Oral Manducation, tho he uttered it in harſh and undigeſted' exprefions ; Lanfrancvigo- 
rouſly oppoſed him, bur chiefly upon this ground,” That he was a Heretick, becauſe he diſſented 
From the Church of Rome. Berengarivi was condemn'd in a Synod at Vercelles under LeoTX. and 
at laſt under Nicholas 13. in the Lateran Council in the Year 1059. through human Infirmity 
he revoked his Opinion, but being touckt with remorſe, he wrote againft that - Revocation, 
Notwithſtanding that Herefie took root in the Church. | 
| Berengarius being dead, the True and Ancient Doctrine he maintained, did not die with him: 
St. Bern, For it was ſtill conſtatitly maintained by'St: Bernard, Abbor of 'Clairvaux, who' lived about the 
A.1120. beginning; of the 12. Century: In his Diſcourſe : on the'Lords Supper, he'joyns together che 
Serm. de outward -Form of the Sacrament; and the Spiritual Efficacy of it.. And in his Sermon on the Puri= 
cena Do- fication, which none doubts.co be. his, heſays, The Body of _ He Sacrament, is. the Food- 
mint Joh. of the Soul, not of the Belly ; therefore we eat him not Corporally, but in the manner that Chriſt is 
6.56--63. 'Meat , in the ſanie manner we underſtand that he is eaten. 'Andin his Sermon on 'St, Martin ; 
Serm. d& To this day, aithhe; the ſame Fleſh 1s given us, but Spiritually, therefore not Corporalh. 
Purif.B. © About the. ſame time Rupertus, Abbot of .Tuitium, taught alſo.the Bread: in, the Euchariſt is 
Marie. not converted : His words are theſe 5 Toumnſt not attribute all to the Operation of the Holy Ghoſt, 
Serm.de who never ſpoils or deſtroys ayy Subſtance he uſeth, but to that natural Goodneſs it had before, adds 
S.Mart. an inviſible Excellency which it had not. To EE TEL WL id 
In Exod. * Otho; Biſhop of Friſingen, a Man every way Famous, lived in the ſame Age; and he alſo 
1.2.c,10- -believed, and writ, That the Bread and Wine remam in the Euchariſt: | 
Chriſt A= - |; As forthe, word Tranſubſtantiation, it's hardly-ro be found before the middle of this'Centu- 
rican An- ry: . For the fir{t that m_ntion it, are (* ) Perrus Bleſenſis, who lived under Pope Alexander the 
zipiſt.p.13- 3d. and (*) Stephen Eduen/is, whoſe Age and Writings are very doubtful. Rs 
(*)Ep.149 Inthe 13. Century the Biſhopof Reme began to exalt himſelf, not only oyer the Univerſal 
(*) de Sacr. Church, but even over all the Empires and Kingdoms of the World. New - Orders of Friars 
Altaris in ſprung up in this Age, who diſputed fiercely againft many Dodtrines .of the Antient and Purer 
B. patrume. Church, and amongtt-the reſt, againſt that of the Sacrament. of the Body and Blood of Chriſt. 
So that now thereremained nothing but to Confirm this new Tenet, and impoſe it ſo perem- 
ptorily in the Chriſtian World, that none durſt hiſs againf{t it. This Pope ÞEmocent the Third 
bravely performed. Who ſucceeding Celeſtine the 3d. at Zo. years of age, and following briskly 
the f6ot itepz'of Hildebrand <altsd a Councilat Rome in St.Fohn Lateran,& was the firſt that ever 
made the. Nexw=deviſed Doctimeof Tranſubſtantiation,an Article of Faith neceflary to. Salvation: 
This is that Tzxocerit, who to enlarge his Authority, wrought great Troubles to the Emperor 
Philip ; ſtript Orhothe gth. of the Empire z forced Fohn, King of England, to yield up, into his 
8 £20 hand this Kingdom, ang that of Ireland, and made them Tributary to the See of Rome. He 
In.THift. rs proud atid ambitions (ſays Mat. Pars) and ever ready to commit the meſt wicked Villanies, -fo he 
Foav RES Might be recompenſed for it. This was rhe _ who.in his LateranCounci! pronounced that 
Angite. Tranſubſtantiation faould be made an Article of Faith ; and when the Council would not grant 
Mate.Par. js did himielt by his own Arbitrary Power, againſt which none durft open his Mouth. For 
it Hiſt * thoſe Canci1s which at this day go under the name of the Council, are none of his,hut meerly the 
Alm. i? PDecrees of Pope Innocent, firit writ by him, & read in the Council, and diſliked by many, and 
Platim.## afterward ſet downin the Book of Decretals under certainTitles,by his Nephew Gregory the gth. 
Vit. him. Having thus given a breif- account of the: riſe of this grots Heretie, I ſhall now. endeavour to 
$. ſhew the grofs Abſurdity of it by the following Arguments. h 
Mit. Par. 1, This. Opinion makes Chriſt guilty of groſs Nonſenſe in his Inſtitution of the Holy Supper. 
:» Hiff. For his wordsare ; Take, eat ; this is niy Bedy; do this in Remembrance of me. Now it that 
ad An. Pread had been C/7:ts real Body afrer Conſecration, his ſaying, Do this in romembrance of me, 
1215. * muſt have been Egregious Nonſenſe. For' we. neither do nor can remember things preſent, 
the act of Memory or Remembrance being ſuch as always reſpects a Thing abſent or paſt. 

2. This Opinion infers, that God deludes his Creatures, which ſo mach as to think of him is 
molt horrible Blaſphemy. But if it were true, that after Conſecration the Wafer and Wine were 
become the Body 2nd Blood of Chriſt, then mult it be of necetiity ſaid, that God delrded his 
Creatures, for he repreſents ir to all the Senſes, under the ſame appearance as before -Conſecra= 
tion, and yer as they ſay, it is quite another thing ; to wit, the Body and Blood of Chr:/.And 
can there be greater Juggling in the Wor'd than this would be? And ſuppoſe this to be a Damna= 

vis Miſtake, thoulq not be politively, be the cauſe of their Sin,and conirequently damn them far 
th:t which they had all the reaſon in the world to adhere to, fecing that they were to adhere 
- £0 the teitimony of their Scaſes,in ſo far as they were capable of perceiving Material Objects by 
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_ "will find no ſuch DoRrine 'Ueſtg ir'% e 

Few: following Chrift, becauſe they hadbeen-illed by a Miracle. Obriſh tellarkiem, | 
They muſt Labour for the tre Pool 5f the Seal, towit, Hinſelf;\undthence: inzſes a 

. compariton between Bread, whichxtheFood:of the Body, ia 
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nor heart perceive, '&c. For thoſt Things he Apndle ſpakt.of,/are thingeſian Jn 
material and Spiritual Nate whim ir en grin one, re 
the Senifes, ahd-befides, otherwiſe rranſcead the thoughts bf den, ſich iag they: 


fſery of the Trinity: 'Put that vatnorhe| ſaid of the Boay of .Ghrift; ſeeing; _ II 


ſeen it, and as a Body, it cotild'enter into the Hearr of Man'to:conddive fiir; as 


being finite, LE 2B 40 LE VIBES Mir 60 
3. A Sacrament or Sign, is different from that thing whoſe Sign.and Sacrament ir 


is. Now, they muſt all acknowledge, that the Bread and»#/ine, even after-Gonſeang- 


tion, (for before'it cannot be'called a-Sacrament)is a Sacrament or Sign of the 
and Blood'ef gk ; thercfore,even after Tonſceration;it is different aa 
Blood of Chriſt, The Propofitionis clear;forit is a notorious contradidtion,' tor, 
thing ſignifying, and the thing ſignified, are one and the ſame'thing, ad as 


to fay, the rhing ſignified, is not the"thing ſignified, &e, whith-to'uny will appear. . 
4. If in Baptiſm, after Confecration, the Water is not turned into the Bluod \of 


Chriſt, then in the Lords Swpper, the Bread and Wine, after Conſecration,.is nattur- 
ned into the Bozy and Blood of Chriſt : But that in Bepriſm, the Water is not ichang- 
ed into the Blood of Chrift, all are agreed, Therefore nor in the Loras Swpper. The 
Conſequence is clear, For Baptiſm is the Initiating Sacrament, /andibegets/as:ic 


were a new Creation in the Soul, or Regeneration, as our Saviour terms it, wheres {}. 


by the Lords Sgpper, that Image that is Created is kept up; which-is:no great 


"= 
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work at leaſt than the firſt creating of it. And if fo bethar-that firſt > wo] | 
þ Ss. A $2 2 


got in the Soul, without Tra»ſ#bſantiating'the Water into the Blood:of 

the Power of God unknown to us, why ſhould we affert thatin order to the Lerxr 
Supper's operating its bleſſed EifeCct —_ the Soul, the Bread and Wine therehn 
made uſe of, muit be Tranſnbſtanriated into the Body and Blood of our Lord. »For the 


Parity hofds. =—— | 
[ ſhall add ſome Inſtances our of the Fathers, to ſhew that that DoQrine:of #hc 


Real Preſence (as the Romzanifts hold it) was nor heard of in their days: 


Theodoret ſays, feſas Chriſt hath Honoured the Viſible Symbols with be! are: of Dial. ts 
o h oj 
but Divine Grace having Santtified it by the Miniſtry of the Prieſt, it 5s no longer calied PC. 
| Eelaf, de 
ents of the Body and Bloodof Chriſt, which you receive, are ſomething thut is Drvine ; Cri ai 
whence alſo it is, That by them we are made Partakers. of the Divine Nature ; ad Re- tur. ad 
Nefer, © 

Eutych, 
Concil. 
Conft. it 

| |  AB.Nicen. 
ve been produced, to prove that it was the conſtant ., 8 6 


wg the Grate. 


his Body and Blood, not in changing their Nature, but in ro, 7 "EP F 
| ore it 1s Sanibifed; 


The Bread of the Sacrament, ſaith Chryſeſtome, is called Bre 


Bread, but it is judged Worthy to be called the Bady of Chrilt. « 211; Þ-4 
Pope Gelaſins, at the end of the Ninth Centary: Certasnly, ſaith he, the Seers- 


wvertheleſs they fill retain the Nature and Subſtance of Bread and Wine, 
A Council of the Ea, Afﬀembled at Conftentinople, Avne 754. declares, That 
Jeſus Chriſt Commanded ws to offer the Image of his Boy, a Thin? choſen, to wit, the 


Subſtance of the Bread. 
Innumerable more might ha 


received Opinion,even till che Ninth Century ; For theffirſt that evcr Wrote agaialt it, 
was, that Paſchaſins Ratbertus, made mention of above. HP: 14s 
| This-groſs Opinion had its Original from a'groſs and carnal Underftanding of 
Chris Words, John thie 6. And If any conſder the occaſi-n of thar Diſconrfe;:ehey 
hed by Chriſt ; For it' was: oceafioned >fraii the 


dow 
2 Erantt. 
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riſheth, but:that of the Soul-endureth for ever; after the fame manner that he ſpike '* 
of the Living Water, tothe Woman oof Samaria, 7ohn 4. And when the Multicuds * 
| ſuppeſing-him to: means by. theſe! Words, Exceps. ye Eat. the Fleſh, and. Drink the 
Web. 6. 53. Blood: of che Son of ' Han," ye fha'l:not have _ in yox ; that they muſt Carnally and 
-Orally Eat his: very Boay,. which was then {ſpeaking to them ;. they lookt. upon his 
Dottrine as Salvagenels it ſelf ; and from that Time many went away from him:- 
And while his Diſciples themſelves Murmured at it, he ſaith.unto them, Does this . 
offend you ? Ver, 62. What if yex ſee the Son of Man go. up where he was at firſt? 63. 
'Jt 5s the Spirit that quickeneth, the Fleſh profiteth not 6s The Words that I ſpeak, 
y are-Spirit ard Life : From which, it is plain, That he deſigned nothing leſs than 
this Oral Manducation; For the cating of Man's Fleſh hath been among all Nations 
accounted abominable. - | eo 
And hence, fays:Cicero, When we ca! Wiye, Bacchus, and our Fruits, Ceres, we 
nſe the common manner of ſpeaking z but do you think any of-us to be ſo Mad, as ta ac- 
count that. which he Eats to be his God? | | 
And Averrhoes, a Famous. Heathen Fhiloſypher, who lived about the Eleventh 
Centary, when'this Monſtrous Doftrine - Oral Manaxcation had a little obtain'd 
in the Chriſ:as Church, expretiicd himſelf thus againſt it : - / have enguired into all 
Apud Per-. Religions, - and have found none more fooliſh rhan the Chriſtians, becauſe that very 
_—_ God they Worſhip, they with their Teeth devour : And Concludes thus, Becanſe the 
on j $a Chriſtians Eat what they do:Worſhip, let my Seoul go to the Philoſophers. . Hence 
; the 2ſabomerans, as the higheſt Calumny they can caſt upon us, reproach us, fs 
 _ * Devonrers of our:God. Nay, they affirm, That by thus cating of his Fleſh, the Chrj- | 
:ft:ans uſe him worſe than the ews did, who Crucited Him; Becaxſe, ſay they, is ; 
3s more Salvage to Eat his Fleſh, and Drink his Blood, than only to procure his Death. | 
It is obſervable, That from ſome Hereticks of the' Firſt Centary, the Capernaiſts, ; 
G&c.-grols-Interpretation of the 6 Chapter of St, Jobr's Goſpel; ſprung that abotni- 
- _ nable Cuſtom, of initiating them with a draught of an Infants Blood, and eating | 
' -- -» ttheFleſhof it; which Barbarous Cnſtom is ſuppoſed to owe its Original to' $iz03 
þ 4. de Alagus. * And the Heathens of thoſe days, charged the Practiſe of thoſe Monſtrous 
| pen Hereticks an the True Church of Chrift : Of which Sa/vianxs faith thus, They ſup- 
8a; © poſed that we were initiated into our Religion by two abominable Vilianies, by Inceſt and ; 
. ., Murther : Inceſt of :he Holy Matrons, and Murther of Infants; who, they believe, | 
were-not only Butchered, but likewiſe Devourea-by ws. | 
We next proceed to our Axthors ſecond Head, to wit, of Jaolatry, where we ' 5 
ſhall firſt conſider it as to Image Worſhip,and ſecondly.as toInvocation of Caints,&c, 
Pag. 69, Our Axthor, firſt holds out what a damnable Sin this is ; and truly, in that we 
70. agree with him. And therefore he takes it very Hainouſly ; S#ch an Indiftment 1 
Shoald be preferred againſt the greateſt part. of Chriſtendom ; and truly if there were | 
not ſtrong Preſumprtion at leaſt for it, they were very much to blame of breactz 
of Charity that attempted it. - | | | 
- Bur in this Caſe, we may juſtly ſay to the Author, Aeaice cara teipſum ; for no 
Man could prefer a Bloodier [ad:&ment againſt thatbeſt part of Chriſtendom than he, | 
«while he ſaid, We Condens neither Turk nor Papiſt, on any other ground than this, | 
that the one gives Worſhip to-a Lewd Itnpoſtor, the other, to a ſexceleſs piece of Matter, 
+: He defires,: ſer wonld lay afrde their Indecent Heats, and Soberly enquire into. the 
Zh. . Natare,: and Original of Idolatry : And concludes his Paragraph, with, Wiſhing 
' Fo God there be nothing worſe at the bottom of it, ſeeing it has always been ſet up as the 
© Standard againſt Monarchy. I thought always that to be a more dangerous Stan- 
. Mard fer n Y.20ain tt _Aſitarchy of the Panes takeing unon them £0 Excommunicate._. "AE 
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they fear the Common People would take that to be the 
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Kings: . Inferiour Prieſts and Friers, ſuch as, Ruvillac and. Clement, Murdering 
them (and yet the ſame Aſaſſinates juſtified in their Barbarous Murder,” by': the 


Popes themſelves, of they are baſely Belyed ) than' any Notion of 1d6laery, "But, 
fiom 


that our 4#thor may remember, That, Men as Lijalas himſelf; and as 

being Fanarical or Unlearned, have entertained different: Notioris of /dv/atr yy” Htoin 

this I ſhall Inſert the fullowing Paſſages. + 7 ble T50vs epi 
Biſhop Whirgife faith, 7 ds as mach miſiige the diſtinftion of the Papiſt, and rhe in- Defence 


| ' 
rent of it, as ary Man doth, neither do [ go aboxt to excuſe them from Wickedneſs," wind the Anfauer | © 
( without eds and God's ſetter Mercy, ) damnable [dolatry. > —_ abe of the Ad: 
#hree kinds of Idolatry ; ons ir, when the true God is Worſhiped by ether means arid _ Tr 
ways than he hath preſcribed, or would be Worſhiped, 'The other, is when the True "SENT 
God 7s Worſhiped with Falſe God's. The third, *s when we Worſhip Falſe God's, 
either in Heart, Mind, or 1nexternal Creatures, Living or Dead; and altogether for- 
cer the Worſhip of the Trxe God. All thiſe three kinds are d:teftable, but the firſts 
the leaf and the laſt the worſt. The Papifis Ws! ſhip God, otherwiſe than his Will 'ss, - 
andotherwiſe than he hath Preſcribed, a/moſt in all puints of their Worſhip; they'alſs 


give to the Creature, that which is due tothe Creature, ahd Sin arainſt the firſt Table 


& are they not, far a'l that I can ſee or learn, inthe third kind of 1dolatry. | 
Biſhop 4bbor, in his Anſwer to Biſhep, affirmeth, ' Thar the Church of Rome, g,,, ... 
by the Worſhip of Images, hath matched 4! the Idolatries of rhe Heathens, and Pay, 1106; 
broxg ht all their Fugling devices into the Church; abuſing the Iguorance and Simpli- 
city of the People, as Groſly and Damnably, as ever rhey did. © == boat 0 
Arch Biſhop Zaza, in his Conference, ſaith, The Antient Church Eknewp not the Pag, 277;. 
Adoration of Images; and the Modern Church of Rome is too like to Paganiſm, im 
the prattice of it, andariven to Scarce Intelligible Subtilities in her Servants Writings, 
that defend it, and this without any Care had of Millions of Souls, unable to wy 
ſtand her Snbtilities, or ſhun her Practiſe. | | 
I hope our Axthor, will not call theſe Learned Writers Fanatical, Unlearned, or 
Uncharitable, &c. And yet they here prefer a Bloody Inditment againſt the greats. 
eft part of Chriſtend-m. IS #2 | | 
'To paſs by his Notions, at the firſt Corruption of the World, 'by Jdelatry, 'He py, 
fays, As ſoon as the Iſraclites ſat down at the Foot of Monnt Sinah, God's care was to | 
make further proviſion againſt Idolatry where he gives the Fen Commandments ; where- 
of the firſti four, are direttly levelled againſt Idolatry. Let us ſee how be makes 
ood his Argument. | WE | Fw { Fifi 
Firſt, ſays he, He enjoyns the Worſhip of himſelf, who, by kis Almighty Power, has 1bia:. 
aclivered them from their Egyptian Bondage. PRE FE 5.2 $23 6 
Obſerve, how Candidly our A#thor Comments upon the Firſt Commandment, ſet- 
ting down only the Poſitive part thereof, whereas it has alſo a Negative Senſe, as 
appears from the very Words. Thon ſhals have no other God's before Me." And 
this is a very cunning Artifice of his ; the moit probable way to explain ir, fo as to 
vindicate them from the charge of ldv/arry: For it this Command run only Poſitive, 
and the ſecond Negative, then he would have a very great advantage: The f/# 
wou!d run ſo, Thex ſhalt pay me that Wor fhipthat is due tome: Andthe ſecoud, thus, 


 Thow ſhalt not pay that Worſhip which is due to me, toany Graven Image. 


— Had the Romants thought of this way of maintaining*rhe firſt and ſecond Com- 
m4nds to be ditferent, ſoas tobe yet free from any charge of 7ailatry, in their Wor- 
ſhipping of Images, they might have freed themſelves of that ſufpicious Guilr, incur- 
red by expunging the Second : For itargues a Guilt in them, info far acleaſt, what 
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plain and obvious Meaning 
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. of, itz; which we maintain, and corfſequently.might ſuſpect thzm of Jugling in this 
pot... And; [humbly think, our Author,:ſecing he is lo much in their Vindication 
:that he might have faid ſymewhat In their Juſtification, as to that Cancelling of 
.ithe}Sccond Commandment ; efpectally when there lies ſo h:avy a Curſe upon thoſe, 
who either add to, or diminthh from the Law of God. _ | 
... Bucthat his Notion will not told Good;appears by theWords themſelves,7os ſhalt 
. ' have no'cther God's before me : That is, | am the only True God, who Created the 
A 24 y Worldoand all-thiggs ch27tin 3 preſerve them by my Omnipotent Arm, and beſides 
'-- -* thoſe commoiiProvidences, have manifeſted a particular Care over you, in bring- 
_ ing you ont of the Land of Egypt; and expect that you eſpecially Worſhip and 
Adore me, and'none but me :. And fo, here the Lord ſhewcth them the True Obje&t 
of'Worſhip;, to wit, that it is neither S#», Aoov, nor Srars, 6c. but himſelfalone; 
and conſequently prohibits in this Comm andment, the Adoration of Sur, Hoon, and 
Stars, and all other falſe Goa's. | 
« \.. Qur Axthor 1s no leſs Ingenuons in his Explication of the Second Command, for 
:he leaves out the moſt material Word in it, Aake, which very Word will Mar his 
-True, and only Notion of /xlatry; to wit, Worſhip of the Sun, &&c. For, certaialy 
- God would not forbid them to make the S»», for that was above their Power. Nor, 
Secondly, can he be ſaid here meerly to forbid making an [mare of the Sun, as a 
Symbol of it; for the Worſhipof the S« it ſelf, being forbid in the Firft Command, 
_.asalfo all other falſe Deities ; none could be fo Brutiſh, as to imagine that God 
would take up a New Command nent, in forbidding to make or Worſhip the Image 
-of thoſe falſe Deities. Ir remains therefore, That the Second Commandment muſt 
run thus, Thou ſhalt not make any Repreſentation or likeneſs of Me, nor ſhalt Worſhi 
me, by. ay likeneſs or Repreſentation of ne, by aty 7 that us in Heaven, on E Kay 
or in the Waters wnder the Earth; which was as plain as could have been ſaid, 
Ye Yoa! make, ror bow thwn to no Repreſentation or likeneſs whatſoever. 


4Deut, 4+5: 
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And, That- this is the ſcope of this Commandment, may further appear, from 
Det. 4. 15, 16, 17, 18, 19. where the Lord himieIfexplains that Command, ver. Ix. 
Thike ye therefore gopd heed unto. your ſelves: [ As if he had faid, 1 know you are 

«ftrangely byaſt from the True way of Adoring me, which I have appointed ; and 

are very. prone © ſet up a way aftcr your own-lavention; t wit, by making a 

: viſible Repreſentation of me, which is highly derogatory to my Glory ; and there- 

fore 1 warn you, over and over agairi, take heed to your ſelves] (for you ſaw 10. 

&.... apmer of ſimilitude, on the Hay that the Lora ſpake wnto yeu ort-of Horeb, ont of the 

midſt of the Fire.) q. d. Had I deſign'd that you ſhould make any External 

- Bikenefs-or Similirude, or Repreſentation 'of Me, 1 would have appearcd to you 

mm ſorneStmilitnde; and appaginted you to Worſhip me under that Similitude;z but 

[Fdid it hot, and I'do thereby ſhew yon, That I did not appear to you in any Simi- 

litude, that you might not preſume to Worſhip me, under any Eimilicude, which 

1s ſo odious to me. Fer. x6. Leſt you corrupt your ſelves, and make you a Graven 

16, Image, the ſemilitzede of any Fignre, the likeneſs of Male and Female, 17. The I.ke- 

37* meſs of any Beaſt that 1s on the Earth, the likeneſs of ay winged Fowl, that ion the 

tEarth.; che likeneſs of ary thing that creepeth on the Grourd, &rc. A ſufficient enu- 

-meration of-all the kinds of likenefſes, and does neceflarily import 'thus much, 

"Thou ſhalt make no'Graven mage, nor no likeneſs of any Thing, to make uſe of in 

- -thoſe ARs-of Adoration which are due to me, as I am Soveraign Creator of all 

C 18: * Things, and your Ged by a ſpecial Relation. Then, Yer. 18. he proceeds to cau- 
©... tionthem to beware.of a more groſs ſort of 7delatry, which ſtrikes immediately 
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* Heaven, and whin thou [aſt ths ;$90 and the Moon, and.the Stars, even all the 31, 
<of Heaven, rho ſbouldeſt be driven toWorſpip them, and Serve them, which the Lord 
- #hy God hath divided unto. lk Nations. wnaer,;che.whole Heayen, Nothing caii be 
more plain, Than that thereare £wojkinds of Jga/arry forbidden here" to wit," Lo —@ 
" Yoit corrupr* your ſelves, antl make is Graven Iniage.; and. leſt that thos' ſeeſt 'rbe Sun, 1 
&c.. thox Worſhip then, c arid Serve. nhem.:.. of worthippirig the 17 *: 


>>. 


Op | wy; And. therefore; that. of worſhipp 
« Sun, 34001, 8c, iis not the true.and only Notion of 1delarry: . And if we oblerve thi 
- Order of the twoſſorts of Jaoherry; mentioned above, they give us no ſmall hint how : 
© the one diſpolleſt People to receive the,other, even, on this account, as itis the Na- 
ture of all Sin, and particularly of'this which God, has declared to be ſo diſhonour- 
"able to him, to. darken the:Powers of the Spul, and weaken the Conſcience, which is 
- | that Primzam Mobile: in the Soul ; and if pure,:the whole Soul kee; $ right in its Mg- 
- tion; butif once defiled, the whole frame of the Soul tutns into Confuſion, "and be- 
comes Captive to the Senſitive Part, and.then who knows what horrid Abominationg 
- the Soul may be guilty of. Andit is likewiſe very. uſual with God, when People thys 
- difhonour' him, not only. to withdraw his Holy Spirit from them, ſo as aQually to 
! harden them, as he did Pheroah,when he would not lethis People go. * This is clearly 
 pointed-at in A#. 7.41 42. And che made 4 Calf in thoſe Days, and Offered Satri- 
' fice unto [dols, andrejoyced inthe works of their own hands; then God turned andgave 
_ hems np toworſbip the Hoſt of Heaven. Moſt plainly pointing at two ſorts of 12 la- 
#7; 'and-the oneconſequent upon another, .as a Juſt Puniſhment inflifted on them 
:- by. Ged, for their diſhonouring: Him in making Symbols, arid 'Repreſentations of .* 
' Him. am afraid our Author's:truc, ;and only Notion of Jdo/atry, will ſcarce En: 
' dure: the Teſt: LIE erin Feet a ER INE ts a : "J10:IH? \ 
-.-- + I now proceed. to:his Comment ypon the Third Command; and thus you have - 
-- him © The Engliſh of: rbe Third, ſays-he,, of: xt mere rightly Tranſtated, runs" thus; - * 
: 'Thou- ſhale not'givethe:Namgeigfthe,Lor: thy God to a Vanity or Idal :- A ſtrange 
«Verſion of-itz; 1] deſinw-to naw hon by die Senſe, on. this Command,” the Reverend : 
© "Authox wilt prove choſe Perſpns Guilry.gf Perjury, who gave BirtlVand Original-to 
- - the Teft.- For, allowing[ot thisIntexpretatian, mey anhot be guilty of any Treſpaſs - 
- -agaiiift- this Command; for: they: aver fv x ic \ame of God to 'a Vaniry and ' 
.. Idols, ar Jeaft-it will be a hatd-matter. for. the. Author to prove they did.” Bat: to. - 
wave'this; I am fare the Debauches of the Nation, the Dammee's,that make'it their - 
« iGonſtant Practice to! tear the. Sacred Name of God, muſt-needs* have agreat:Vehe- 

\ ration for our Author ; for they never had ſuch favourable Entertainment from-any - 
2: thab ever we 'heard'of before;"for in=their.common Oaths they do ' not give- the - 
. Name of God to/an Idol, and ſo were only traduced before by Africatholick, Un- - 
- chriſtian, and Fana:ical Notions of Blaſphemy, whereas they were gwilty of no ſuch 
--thing. Would our Author;put but ſuch a Catholick and trulyChrtſtianſenſeupon- 

'three or four more of the Commandments, tk cannot ſee bitt:that Party were obliged - 
"26 tetofn Thanks tohim from all. parts of .rhe-Natian, for delivering them from thoſe 
 '"Torments theFanatical\Notions:of Men about.that.chey call'd'Sm-hath-created to +. 

them. - Bur by«out Author's leave, however he pretends the:Seprwagine rendeis it; - 
yet*ris plain that there was nevar;a generally .receiv'd ſenfe among the People ofthe - 


£ 


. © + Jews, as appears by-their great-Reverence to the Name of God, 'particularly-that . 


; ©. Worſt, t-beonhyrokeep Pcoptef5om Idols 


. "Bur yery feldoui; aadithat-upen very ſaleinn occaſions 
v.">And tho ourAuthior.deregraings the;only.deſign of God in'the Fonrth Command- Pag-7965 
Fo Ty ;. yet I doubr not, but Gbd/had'orher ...  - 


- +-%:, 
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ies rom aby Tort of our Anthor#1d: lntty rid yeviboahhorredby; God, like that +. 


wore far; from him; "And.that Chiirch'in'Lavdiceay inthe ew Tofarmeary. could, nor 
fie 


arged. with 7do/arry, and yer way loathſbme dreGads account.” 
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| Nory, it.carmot be ſuppoſed, that they conld have-been' ſo; firangely-ſtupid,;as to , 
_have Worſhipped the Egyptian Gods of that time; 'if we conſider what manifold 


: Hhey could not but acknowledge thatthar great God was, infinitely to be-prefer- 


- -aindgave them up roWorſhip the Hoſt of Heaven! Now,  how;-could it be. faid, ,that [ 
. the gave them up to Worſhip the Hof of. Heaven, if they were guilty of that; /da/a- 
#r5- then,. when ny Wore the Calf -Lafth, There is no-Imitatien given in F 


-the whole. Story, that they fell into the' Heathen -/aolatry ; for afterwards,, when , 
---theyfell into. it, . the particular Names of the God's are! mentioned, as,' Beal: Pepr , t 
1 Adoloch, Remphan. d £207 ht. : + 4 1 ; 

'* -Buthercon the contrary, Aaron expreſly proclaims 4 Feaff: ta the Lord, andthe 
"- People accordingly met, and Offered there uſual Offerings ; ' whereas, had it been | 

. the; Egyptian 1dolatry, their common Sacrifices would have bcen Abominations ; 
,- they muft.,not--have Sacrific'd Sheep: and” Oxen as they. were wont ta do,. as our \ 
-} -HAuhor himſelf acknowledges. Potts vs 1 


- :-Qur. &hor,, next mentions the Calves ſet up by fFerobamn, x Kins.: 22; 20,127. 

+: And he Gith, Jts plain, that theſe, Calves were ferup- by him, as Idols or Syunbelsrof 4 
1 mew or Separate' Religion from the Tribe of Judati;” It asiplain Ferohoam's deſign: yas A 
- Yvan wes ard 21; eo eu the 'Wortſhip of th& Tr-e- God,'xo..that of the Hee - k 
'- mhen-Jaols, but only divert the.Pcople of //7acl-from going to feraſalem ; fearing leaſt 
- If the People ſhould Yearly goup to Ferufe/m #6 Worhipyitheyc ſhould be, again 
>oFedyc'd no their Allegiarice, to'Repobowmr, "and Toicaſt'off.ims Uiiupation, :;Now, 
:-{&e occaſion of the Kingdoms ceming yohim, 2was from. Salomon falling ta;Hca: hen 
1"F-TY 22 Which woule Take hint morecautious of Galbng into its 


c 118 ,.Þ 5 
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Finized He, |tMrwerrat JirufePmringt +0 all 

F -*Bur if cis of oor BAGS atrj hw: comes hh Sin: of.elbahig hw” 
_ ſo muth Freafef thAY Mt of 04nd I* Momcontes' Feh#'at the ſame time, 
vaſt © his Zeal Oe of Daren "thatliedeparted not from 


boar hep 


: yet. we ce ng ch Fil Seriprtire, thEnor Warhtn: 7, shke 


© thatof Ahab 


| and ad go e + Dag ins othep © as,” «1; Mottin images; vowphke; Goll to 7+ 3» 
Ky bs £7 bad caſt. Bin ” behind his B Back ' Whicti charge, ay fat 
why At. hes i of: ares the True Gd; by Trokget; i) 7 YG 
= bee. 


i F 2, were met 
| Bur, jt E 


| Mp , 's ip j Ford at this was the- rotarry of aha +44" Pax. 96, 
| fe En 20 brig) 'F 2,9or Re "right have remembred, ' That this: Paſſage 


 is.extant in his. 


| . that the: Egyptians: teked no Fig eyond the' Sn; "Afoon, and Stars ;' yet he-acknow- 
s _ .  _Jedges, that they repreſs ſerited the 2 vated with ah 'Eex in -his Mouth: Now, if 
. they, acknowledged Y 


RF _ any 


c Hrmes in; 

ps or be would! have een 16th” 16 have brought” Hirh: in;> who: makes-fo- much 

. 3c Iſt him; formn his Firſt Book, afrer the "Celeſtial Buds, 'he Treats of Men,and 

Qmen Deified, of Oferis, Ifr, arid Try how; and fays, That 'Ofiris was equally 
"Honoured » wr the Cdleftidl Gods) ©f 

Eu ebigs-in his Chronicles; faith, from th Teſtimony of Bercſns, That' tho? they 
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Prepar. Evany. that theProphecy ſeemed-ro-think 


God; how ear it be ſaid,' That they Worſh; Teen the Stars, 
Lion of. De 1onftration. | 
h ewJſe iodorus Siculmns x, bit it Gems he has not much Read 
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the Sun, under, the Name of Baa, yet they believed a Supream God, 
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"And! Mabrobini never. Ga 43: Bhaechey Rod 0 Sciie and Apprehenſion of a. 
30 -God; (butfays.in the beginping;:thar he. v bets oaly.of Sub-celeftial.Gog; ; | 
that tho: Anzients bellencd tha 'tha Oat, was Govcrnaur, of the World. Bur 
where he-ſpeaksof the Supre faith, Thar. the Antients s NEVET -made 3n 
py God 7 rg un ina ſa-far beyond.our Conception,” And 
% b theſe veral Authors; our Author quotes -do him very litle, Scryice. un Maintaiy- 
1 his True-and oe! Non Malice! oiitta 
X Our Ange: ;*It- 18:no Jeſs; vlice thao Folly, ro charge Idelary upon al 
$0E Jays 
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s do,, even by their 
-hernbims, as ge Papiſts do 
1p, ſhewed'th that they paid 
n; :T hog, C God. that awel- 


$ birtneticbeMerribi ims:155:07 0; 119; f1 Eh bh: 
FX e thy Thatif: ir-folows that-fome ah Pa is required, ts ſnake blarry | 
* "than theane of Savers; 'opr Author EIT APartiep Fen, in the Art of Sophiſftry, 
_ through his whole Book, by foiſting.in, SeRtanges,. Ambig uous ſignifications:. Far 1 
+ *etherpby uſe ob: tiem, .;nday be.mcank,a iet4i Spot hem, jp that Place ; for Or- 
4 'nament;" 1 oriby«Veetne:of-ia Gommang, L le any Api ation to Them 
' © : "Si AQsof Worſhip jeacrthe \fews.did'in Mike” ale; for it, 18 more than certain, 
_ © vi they wot never have prefiimed ito, do Cueh : 2. thing, unleſs ey Md bad a pir- 
-ricular.Command: of Ged: :Qr it-may he;taken for an aftual making uſe of them in 
Adts of Worſhip::- In.the! former Senſe, the Jaws. made Fg of he Cherubyms in 


thcjr Holy of Holics,: bugnotia-the: latter; for i Ks Plato, Wlbermonet nevef.Yiretcd 
ny ATE: Worthip theratoz; which, yer,/ris lg, thePapyes d "}rh& Jews 

: 1 :done any fuch thing, ; God would have de are 5a uy 1 "aid ho 7 ubrw hid 
rather caufe them: to. be taken away. than an had his. Or ip.thereby p pol lured... A 
plain Inſtance-of which we have iq Scripture, In. & Bing no cf of Divine. Ap- 
pointment than theCherubims wore; to wit, rhe-G ma. Fg : For tho God ap- 
pointed that to be kept ,-in remembrance of. ng WE ha, and Ag "Upon 


In, when they were ſtung by the-Fiery Scrpents,., and ewile” 2s af r Sg- 
viour, as. he himſclf declares-to.NVicodemus ; Yet. e Pope FE lege Mic fdo- : 
tatry: therewith, the Good King deſtroyed it. I'wonld asK'our Au- 
thor, whether they committed that Idolatry Rn It, [ew he ſays..is the True 
and'only Notion of Idolatry ; to wit, if. they. Worthipt the Sz thereby ?- certainly 
he will not fay that. And I hope he will not fay, they Worſhipr. It ſelf,, ſp. as es 
+ 5. it a God; for it:is not probable, they. could. be-ſo ſtupid. in fach a Good 
s Reign, eſpecially when; the. Scripture, docs-not fay any ſach* thing of them, 
th ſuch a Sacred thing as that,-even under the worſt of their Kings, and thoſe 
Tho: were moſt prone to Idolatry...' Nay, *tis Plain, That which they. Worfhigped 
ſtrange Gods, they did not think there was any Divinity in the Image it ſelf; and 
that hence they are Called the Gods of. the Zidenians, Ammonites, &c. Noy, 3 It Is. 
-. impoſſible that they could i imagine that that Image, incloſed 1 in their Temples, could 
be the Deity of that People whoſe Gods they, Worſhipt,, but A tharthe\ for kup 
an Image, to repreſent that G:O.D. whom. the Ammonites,, | &c." Wort 
And it remains then, that. they  defig ned by it to' "'Worthip -che**[: OB - 


s Chriſt was really SanRified 


Ro | (7). 
and nay ve paid Tnch an'Honour ts (vanthe Boris trem: Dexcis and 


tering ithat wavyreckoned Tory 'by:God, our Author willpleafe to. 


Patdon'us'if wedoinet reveive hisermueandt only [Notion wf #lokars, 

£2, 'Oar, Atithor may'beariſwered'by ns imma "wore: 
fuch -as *maintains no M#ticatholiok' 'Uuchrifſtiab 'Priaciptes ) Thomur 
Aquinas. His words are: '* They were not {er up 1o/be: Worthiped bur 
*for the ſake-of ome 'Myftery : -vie./.the Sarum Saufleram Refeinbled 
© Heaven 3 the Ark asthe Foer-ſtool of God who was incomprehenlible, 
© and therefore 'no-reſemblance 'of him” was there ; the Mercy-feac- his 
* Reſidence 3 the Cherubims repreſened the Company 'fof Heavenly 
* Angels waiting on him;Whom'they 'were forbidden to Worſhip, fcc 
© that was duc to 'God alone. SEE cur 


Our Author comes off with a fair ſham , IF it be-no Udolatry to Worſhip I 125+ 


zowards an [mage , after all their Frighte they fairly give up the Camſe to the 
Church of Rome. Where again dbldeverba #quivocation, Worſhip-to- 
wards at Trrage. For it may be'cither raken barely for Worſhiping to- 
wards a'place where the Image isand without any.reſpeR to ir, no more 
than they Knew not of any Tmages being therez no man will call thax 


Idolorry; but that will dothe-Church of Rewe no Service z Or it may be. 


taken for Worſhip towards the Image it {eH, fo as the Perſon directs him- 


felf- immediately to the Image and pays it ſome, Adoration; and that this . 


1s Tdolatry hath been already evinced from Scripture : Nor has cur Au> 


thor for all his buſtling yindicated her fromthe Aſpetſion of ir. 
- I fall enly Inſert an Argament or two out: of the Fatkersof Con 


ftantinople', the firſt is. againſt Imeges . thus © That all rhe Repreſencati- . 


© an of Chrift allowed us by the Goſpel , is that which Chriſt hinm- 
© {elf Inftiruted, in the Elements of the Lerds Supper, whoſe: uſe was to 


© pur us in Remembrance of Ehrift. No other Figure or Type being 


© choſen by Chrift , as able to Repreſent his being in the Fleſhy bat this, 
© This-was an Honourable. Image of his quickning Body made by him- 


© ſelf z which he would not baycof the ſhape of a man to prevent Idole- - 


© z5y ; but of a commen Nature , as he took upon hin rhe- common 


© Nature of Man, and not _—IS Perſon ; and as the Body of 
y the Divine Nature, ſoby Inſticution 
© this Holy Image is made Diyine through SanCQification by Grace. - 


24. Of the fame Fathers Arguments againſt the Image 'of any other : . 


© pecauſe theſe being the chief, there can be leſs reaſon-for any.others 
© befides; that there isno of th ion of Chriſt or his Apoſtles for them: 


© no way of Confecration of then prefcribed, or prattiſed, no ſuitable-. 


neſs in the uſe of 'them to the of rhe Chriſtian Religion, which 


© being in the middle betwixt Fudoxfme and Paganiſm, it caſts off the Sa» 


*crifices of the one, and not only the Sacrifices, but the Tdolatries of the 
Tn” B © other 3 
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© other : and ic is Blaſphemy -to the- Saints in Heayen, to call in the 
© Heathen Superſticions into Chriſtianity, to honour them by : that it is 
© unbecoming their Glory in Heaven to be ſet upon Earth in dull and 
« ſenſeleſs Images : that Chriſt himſelf would; not receive Snny 
£ from Devils, though they ſpake truth ; neither can ſuch a Heatheni 
© cuſtom be acceptable to the Saints in Heayen , though pretended to be 
* for their Honour. That nothing can be plainer in the. Goſpel than that 
<God is a Spirit And will be Worfhiped-in Spirit and.in Truth,to which 
F nothing can be more contrary than the going about to honour God 
© by Worſhipiog any Imaze of himlelt or his Sgints. | 

As to his 24: the Adoration of the Heſt. They can be no more cxcluſed 
from Idolatry in their Worſhiping of it than the Heathen; for that they 
give Adoration even to what they fee 1n it is plain; and it they Worſkipe 
that which according to, themſelves is. nothing but. the accidents, they 
are worſe than the Heathen who Worſhip only Subſtances. + 

2. Theyare not {ure bur they may be impoſed upon ſo as to'commic 
12olatry even in their own (enſe of it; for cither through the Juggling or 
careleſneſs of the Prieſt an unconſecrated Water may be preſented to 
them inſtead of a Conſecrated one. And; Eg 

2dlz. Secing it has been-preved, and has beenthe Opinion of all the 
Ancient Church till about the gth. Century, that the Bread and Wine 
are not Tranſubſtantiated into the Body and Blood of Chriſt , it muſt 
of neceſſity follow that they ate Idolatrows in Worlhiping it. _ 


When they are charged with Idolarry for Worſhiping Seints and Angels, 


as alſo Imzges,they labour to ſhift the Argument by ſaying they give only 
Dowleia, _ Bi t atria which is due to alone. — All thei: Nd 
rilcy they cannor get one place in SFripture to bear'chem our. in this Dj= 
liinRion for the Scripture uſes them both 1ndiflezently , eycn when 
ſp aking'of the Worſh'p due ro God. , Bur I deſite* thar they will ſhew 
us ſorne ground for their Diſtinftion,, bow many degrees of Werſhip 
goto make up a Doxlia,and how many a Latric3 for as to their External 
Adoration it is the ſame Poſture when direQed ro an Arget , or Saints, 


as wheri direQed to God, their Aﬀetion and Zeal {cems likewiſe the 


ſame 3 nay, and their yery External Words arc Iik-wiſe the ſame, viz, 
asklog. things of an' Angel aſter the ſame manner as if it were an Independ- 
.ent Being, and-conſcquently his Honour is. given tothe Creature. Ag 
in. the 4-tipbora on the Apparition of Michacl the Arch Angel be 'is praid to 
: core and help the Peip'e of God. * 4nd 1n the Feaſt of :the. Guardian Angel, 
-recommerded to all Cathelicks by Paul V. in the laſt words of the Breyi- 
ay They are praid to defend themin War, that they may rot periſh in Geds ter- 
-ribhs Jugm:nt. In the Hymn to the Holy Apcſtles they are praid to 


creaſe 


(19) -. - Pp 
creaſe thelr Vertues , that when Chrift ſhall come they may he- partokers of Eternal 
Glery, The Reader may plainly icc here that, it is nor ſaid Proy to God 
for us; which if they did, they were blameable enough z but do it for 
us, your iclyes, as it the Angels and Apoſtics were all Independent Be- 
ings. And Tam furc ſuch Abloiy:e Werkkip as that is, cannot eycn in 
their own ſcnſc be termed Deulue; far they canngt expres it in higher 
words to God higolclf. : 

2. Thoſe Afts which preſuppoſe in a Creature one of the higheſt Pcr-- 
{c&ions we can conceiye ate [dojatrews. But ſo it is that the Jnygcating 
of Angels implycs one of che Higheſt Perteftions we can conceive to be 
in thetn, for we muſt imagine that they know when we Inyecate them, 
othcrwiic if we gid not bcleve them to know and take notice what we 
ſaid unto chem we would nordo ic. And upon this ſuppoſkien that they 
do hear ns,we muſt Attribute to thera the bigheſt Knewlicdge which we 
can Conceive s as ſuppoſe ſo many Perſons at xthe ſame time pray from 
che meſt diſtant places of the Earth ro Sc: Michael, Peter, Payl , 8c. we 
muſt believe both that they. hcar thoſe different Prayers of the Perſons 
ſuppoſcd to be in ſo. diſtant places, and likewiſe that they can jnige of 
theirr ſincerity, for we cannot cxpet to haye an Anſwer of our Prayers 
wicthour:our ſincerity be known. Whercas the Scripture plainly ſays 
that God is the oy of Hearts Andpray what highcr Notion can we. 
have even of Omnilcience it (elf. GELS 

3- That Aﬀien which ſnppaſes God te be unmindful of his Servants, 
maſt nceds be highly diſpleaſing to him, Bur this praying to Saws to . 
Interceed for them , ſuppsſes God to be unmindful, and that therefore 
he muſt be put in mind. of it by Saints and Angels, and likewiſe that. 
Chriſt is not ſo Paithfal in his Mediatory Office as he ſhould be. All 
which arc notorious Blaſphemics. | 

k may not be amiſs here to {ct down ſome inſtances of the Fathers 
Ogloans as 10 the invocation ef our Blefied Virgin, &c. | 

piphanius ſaith, Movies Body was Holy indeed, bag yet not God , 
Indeed a Virgin 8nd Honowreble, but ſhe was not propeunded for Adoration, but bers 
felf Worſhiped bim, who as concerning bis Fleſh was Born of ber. 

— Auſtin faith, Le# nes the Worſhip of dead men be any Religion unto us, be- 
cauſe if they have lived Holily, they ere not to be accounted of, as that they ſhould 
feek ſuch Honour, but ratber they will bave 'bim to be Warſhiped of us by whom + 
ebemſelues being illuminated rejoyce, that we ſhould be fellow ſervants of tbely reward. 
They ave therefore to be Honowered for Imitation, got to be WWorſhiped for Religlon ſoke- 


be wat Contra | 


And again, We bonour ther with Love, nas: with Service. Neither do we ere lbid, 


Temples nnto thers, for they will ut bavethemſalves ſo to be bonoured of us, becauſe 


they know that we our ſelves being good are the Teruples of the High God, And in De Civ. 
- another place, Neither do we Conſecrate Tranphe » Prisff-boods , Holy Rites, _ l8. 6. 


Cere- 


(20) | 
; Ceremonies, and $acrifices unto the ſame Martyre, ſeeing not thiy, but thely Ged 
- owr God 8c, We neither Ordein Priefis for our Martyrs , wor Offer Sacri- 
cer. | 
In Rom.c.t Ambroſe ſaith, They are wout to uſe a miſerable Exenſe, ſaying that by theſe 
Men we may bave Acceſs unte Gyd, ar to-a King by Earls, Go to, -is any Man ſo 
Mad I pray you tbat being forgetful of bis own Salvation , be will challange as 
Ibid. fit for an Earl the Royalty of a King ? And a little after, ' Theſe Men think them 
not guilty , that give the bonour of Gods Name t0 @ Creature , and leaving tbe 
Lord , Worſhip their Fellow Servants. 
Horn, if, We ball now give a ſhort account how Images, were-firſt, brought 
Eccl. p, 1 as alſo the Invecation of Saints. And the firſt that brought in Im- 
" 102, 09c. Ages is Paulinus Biſhop of Nola, and Selpitius Severus,Caltkough before their 
time they had in ſeme places Painted Images, as appears from Epipbanius 
Cutting the Vail-whereon Chriſt was Painted )) for Hilterical uſe, or 
Ornament of their Churches. Bur there is not the leaſt preef of any 
Adoration given them then ; their enly uſc'ar that time being Hiſtori- 
cal, Ethical; or Politick. Yet they are blameable for making that ute 
of them; for that Hiſtorical uſe in a little time +degenerated into 
Idolatry. | | | 
As to the Invocation of Saints, it owes its Original tothe Pazegyrick, 
Orations, of St. Baſil, Nyſſen, and Nazianzen, who being Great Orators, 
uſed ſeyeral Rhecorical Fleuriſhes in their -Declamations, ſometimes 
ulcing Compellationsyo the Dead as if they were preſent before. they, 
' and ſometimes imploring -their Interceſbon , fo that what they did 
mecrly for Eloquence of Speech gaye occaſton:to the Unlearnced to fall 
into that greſs Ertor.- | es | 5 Oe 
' Tathe days of the Emperour Philippicus a New Controverfic aroſe a- 
bout the &doration of Images; for this Empcrour cauſed to remove the 
Images of Chrift, Mary, and the Sgints our of the Churches , and Or- 
dained that none ſhould Worſhip them; the Pepes of Ropve ſtoutly main- 
tained the Adoring of Images, and therefore Excommunicated the Em: 
perour. The' Original of this Controyerſie was thus: When fohnz 
Monothelite Monk, was EleQed Patriarch” of Cenfla:timple, a Council 
was called there to Examine him as to his Doctrine, where he was Con- 
 demn'd of Herefie, The Pipe in Commemoration of this Act, cauſed 
the Tmages of all thoſe who were preſcat art this Council be ſer up in the 
'Potch of St. Peter : which occaſieucd a Contreverſic between the Greeks 
'and Lativs, the former: ayouching that they ſhould be Xbrogate as 
deſtruCivye to Pictyi, and rhe'latter maintaining them. Leo Tſanras the | 
Third Emperour of this Name being effended with this abominablc-1doF. 
«try publighed rn Edi& An. 726, That nene ſhould Werſhip any Image. He al- 
ſo cauſed all Images be thrown down,Pitures be Defaced, and the Walls —_ 
regory 
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: Gregory the Third when he heard thereof Excommunicated Lees, who 4.7 

.- ughed at his Thundrings, ſaying, He is an Idolator and" is Excom:;- + * 

municated himſelf, he was therefore called Jcenomachws.. WP a? | % 

' To him Succeded Conſtantine Copronymur,a great abhorrorof Images,who +..__- * 

alſo calling the 7:6. General Council at Cenſtewtinople, Condemned the - ** 

' Worshipers of Images Idolaters, &c. cauſed all the Images be remoyed 7 
out - Churches and would not lo much as ſuffer them to be uſed pti- 

yatcly. | | | | | 

la the 24. Council of Nice 787. by. the Influence of Irene aud her Son 

Conſtantine the Gtb. it was decreed rhat Itnages ſhould not only be kepr - 
for Hiſtorical uſe but alſo &dored,Saluted,&cThis Irene cauſed the Body 
-of Conſtantine Caprowimus be Digged up» and publickly Burnt 3 andcauſcd 

her Sons Ejes be put out, becauſe he threw dawn ſome Images. ; | 
Upon hearing of the proccedings of this. Council Charles the Great 
called a Council at Frenk:fort 794. of 300 Biſhops: whoſe chief buſineſs 
was the Controyerfic about Images ; and they aproved their Hiſtori- 

_ cal ule, but Condemned the Worſhp of them, thc 24.Nicene Council was 
reje&ed, and Writings publiſhed againſt that Pſeud-Council , which 
Pope Adrian it vain endeayourcd to maintain» Yet in Progreſs of time 
it univerſally-preyailed in the-Church, ; 

 ,., What grols [dolatrys they commir in their Prayers to the Bleed ( pron 
.Virgin; the Reader may judge by che Formes they ufe to Inyocate her 4. 155 
by. in the preſent Roman Breviary -reſtored according te the Council of P-983* } 

Trent by ſeycral Popes you may Read, Hail Bleſſed Virgin thow alone have 

_ Deſtroyed all Herefies in the World, And again , voncſhafe to lt me praiſe thec 

O HilyVitgin, and give me ſtrength againft thy Enemies. And in the Hymn 

frequently uſed in her Office and particularly. on that day ſhe is nor 

only called the Gate of Heaven, but ſhe is intreated to looſe the Bonds 

© of the Guilty 3 to give light tothe Blind, and to drive away our evils, 

* and to ſhew herſelf to be.a Mother as in the Maſs Book Printed at Paris, © 

1634. * By the Authority of a Mother Command the Redeemer. They 

pray to her therein © for Purity of Life, and' a ſafe conduR to Heayen. 
Innumerable more might be mentioned, bur thele may ſuffice to inform 
a Judicious Reader more than to accumulate multitudes of Arguments. 
And all this Idolatry committed in the Addrefles to her ſeems to proceed 
from a groſs Notion of an Eternal State, to wit that thoſe External Re- 
lations that proceed here from a Married State ., ſuch 2s Husbands and 
Wives, Parents and Children were in force in that Life of Bleſfſedneſs ; 
whereas our Sayiour himſelf fays in his Anſwer to that unanſwerable 
| ObjeCtion (as themſelves thought) of the Sadduces agaifit the ReſurreCtion 
of the Dead. 
The Children of this World Marry and are given in Marriage 5 But they _ 
| ſha 
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* which ſhall be accounted worthy 10 attainthat World anil the Reſuretiion from the 

' Dead , neither Marry nor ave given tn Marriage-->-For they are likg unto the An- 

gels, 8c, Luke 20. 14.35% 6. And if rhey are like unto the Angebthen 
undoubtedly all choſe External Relations that have fo much force here 

are there at an End.Had they conſfiderediourBlefſed Sayiours own words 

as to her, while one of the Mhittitude orice. Blefled is the Womb ybat. 

bare thee,and the Pap that gave thee Suthjt<plyingYea rather Bleſſed are they 
that hear the Word-of Guds and do it. And it is very Obſervable rhat 

when one came and told him that bu Mother end Brevbrih flood without de- 

fring to ſpeak, with bim, he Anſwered and ſaid mit» bim thar told 'bim, whois my 

Mother ? and who are my. Bretbren } He ftrezcbed forth bis band. towards bis Dij- 

ciples, and ſaid, Bebold my Mother, and my Brethren, Fer whifoever ſoall do the 

| will of my Father which-s in Heaven, the ſame i my Brabir:and Siſter and Mo- 

they. As allo that inall places of Scriprure where he is bronghe in an- 
ſwcring her he prefaces it with this word Woman, By all which *cis plain 

that our Sayiour did plainly Caycate his Church againſt thoſe danger- 

ous Ertors about his Mother. which have fince crept-into the Chriſtian 

World to the unſp-akable Diſhonour of his Name andStumbling block 

of Jews and Mabumetans arid Hearbens,* Which 'in all probability ſhall 

'M reyer be conycrted totheir Lord and &:viout aslong as fuch groſs Errors 
-. . are kept up by thoſe thattake upon themſelyes the Name of Chriſtians. 
b- I ſhall conclnde this Ditcourſe in the words ef that Religious and Learn- 
: ed Prince K. James the Firſt, where ſpeaking of rhe Gontroverſes be- 
E -tween us and the Church'ot Rome , he comes te that point of the Rel- 
- Tames?, 10ts of Saints. But for the worſoiping either of them or Images, I muſt > ſaith he 
or sÞ» account it Darnnable Idolatry ; and adds., that the. wres are ſo direfly \ vehe= 
D3, mently and punctually ag ainft is, 6s 1 rvonder what Brain of Man, or Suggeſtion of 
S Satan durſt offer it to Chriftions ; and oll muft be ſatved with nice and Philsſopbical 
3K Diftinions---, Let. them therefore that maintain this Do@rine anſwer it 10 Chrift at 
% the Latter Day , "when he ſhall accuſe tbem of Tdolatry ; and then I dowbt if be with 
be paid with (uth nice and ſopbiftical Diftin#ionr. "A 
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